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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIA ENTARY DEBATES.” 






THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 


The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional 


istory, 24 vols. ; 


Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal ; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 








HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witx. I. to 34 Gro. II. 

1066-1760 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. IIT. to 40 Gero. III. 
1760-1800 
(First PARLIAMENT.) 


pabtaaland 41 Geo. IIL.........1801 
biiriaainee 42 = 


Vol. 35 
36 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
acticin 42 Geo. IIL. ......1802-3 


DEBATES. 
First Series. 


Vol. 36 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued. ) 


Vol. 1 & 2...44 Geo. III....... 1805-4 
— $to 5...45 — er 1805 
— 6 & 7...46 oS 1806 


(THIRD PARLIAMENT. ) 


Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo, III. ......1806-7 
(FOURTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vel. 9 to ll...48 Go. M17....... 1807-8 
— 12—14...49 alate 1809 
— 15 —17...50 ere 1810 
— 18 — 20...51 —- 1810-11 
— 21 — 23...52 esau 1812 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 24 to 26...53 Guo. IIT. ... 1812-13) 
— 27 & 28...54 — ... 1813-14 
— 29 to 31...55 a - 1814-15 
— 32 — 34...56 ce 1816 
— 35 & 36...57 ao 1817 
— 37 — 38...58 er 1818 
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(StxTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 & 40...59 Gero. III. ...... 1819 
41 , . 1819-20 


Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1330 
(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


‘Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Geo. IV. ...... 1820 
— £@ 5.5 2 Ce Ee 182] 
i ieee Ba acta 1822 
— 8&— 9... 4 ee 1823 
~~ 1O— fi... 3 a ee 1824 
— 12—143... 6 —  pawaea 1825-6 
a= $6 2 a ee 1826 

(EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
er, BG scescavss 7 Geo. IV. ...... 1826 
saa, UE cele asas 5 a eae 1827 
aww. FS Be 29... 9 ——  seeaae 182s 
ac Gu 20.. 8 eS 1829 
=—< 92 to Zd....54 Ce eT 1830 


Third Series. 
REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837 


(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vel. 1 te &... 1 Wee. W......; 1830-1 
(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 4 to §&... 2 WL IV. ...... 183 

-—— 9— 14... 3 —— ssa 1832 


(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 15 to 20... 4 WiLL. IV....... 1833 
— 21 — 25... 5 sein 1834 
(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 26 to 30... 6 WILL. IV...... 1835 
— 31 — 35... 7 — sees 1836 
— 36 — 38.8 ro 1837 
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REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 
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| 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VicTorIA ...... 1838 | 
— 45— 50... 2 —_  ~<eweee 1839 
— 51 — 55... 3 a sakes 1840 
—- 56—58..4 — (a) 1841, 
(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
. eee 4 VicTORIA (b) 1841 
— 60to 65... 5 i 1842 | 
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— 72— %6... 7 im hemes 1844 
— T7— 82... 8 CCT 1845 
— 83 — 8&8... 9 aged 1846 
— 89 — 94...10 — (a) 1847 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
So 10 Victoria’ (b) 1847 
— 96to101...11 ee 1848 
— 102 —107...12 a 1849 
— 108 —113...13 eo 1850 
— 114 —118...14 — ——eeeeee 1851 
— 119—19%...15 — (a) 1852 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
oe: ee 15 VicrorIA = (b) 1852 
— 124 to129...16 ae (tea 1853 
—- 130 —135...17 ae hk 1854 
— 136 —139...18 a nana 1855 
— 140 —143...19 <r ees 1856 
tt GBB ccsnseass »s (a) 1857 


. 145 to 147...20 VicToRIA 


. 154 to 155... 


(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(b) 1857 
eau 1858 


(a) 1859 


148 —15]1 ..21 
152 —153...22 


(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
22 VicrorIA = (b) 1859 


— 156 —160...23 ao 1860 
— 16] —164...24 a 1861 
— 165 —168...25 a pcan 1862 
— 169 —172...26 a= anes 1863 
a= 373 —176...27 oer hag 1864 
— 177 —180...28 —— 1865 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 181 to 184...29 VICTORIA ...... 1866 
— 185 -—189...30 a aaa 1867 
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. 194 to 198.. 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 
.32 VicToRIA ... 1868-9 
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204 —208...34 CT 1871 
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214 -—217...36 a 1873 
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| Vol. 218 to 221...37 VicroriA ...... 
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Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicTORIA (a) 1886 
(TWENTY-FouRTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 308 & 309...49 Victoria (b) 1886 
— 310 to 321...50 a 1887 
— 322 —332...51 — bee aee 1888 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALIsBuRY, K.G. 

Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFoUR. 

Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L 
Home Department Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 

Colonial——Rt. Hon. JoSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JoHN BRODRICK. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 

Lord Lieutenant of [reland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOuUR. 

Postmaster-General——Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland %t. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 

First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 




















NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury———Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WyYNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education Kt. Hon. Sir J. Eupon Gorst, K.C., M.P. 
Secretary to the eee Xe O. eae Esq., M.P 
' fH. T, ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury —YWitiram HAYEs Prema Esg., M.P. 
( sg a 8 — W. T. Kerr, K.C.B. 
, a Jice-Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 
Lords of the Admiralty—) Rear. Admiral W. H. May, M.V.O. 
Capt. JoHN DuRNFoRD, C.B., D.S.O. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Oftice——Lord CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Oftice——Rt. Hon. JESSE COLLINGS, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coloniai Otfice——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office ——Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentazy Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAwson, Exsq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Frnuay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. E. Carson K.C. M.P. 








HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General--—Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jevye, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division. 

Lord Chamberlain——-Rt. Hon. Earl of Clarendon. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Sir A. AcLANv-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PemproKE AND Montcomery, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PortLanp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MAkLBoRovGH. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VaLentia, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——Victor C. W. Cavenpisu, Esq., M.P. 
Master of the Buckhounds——Right Hon. Lord Cursuam. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WaLprEGRAVE. 
/Rt. Hon. Earl of Kintoreg, G.C.M.G. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of Denpicn. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord CuvuRcuHILi, K.C.V.O. 

Xt. Hon. Earl Howe. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Lawrence. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Bacor. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Surrrenp, G.C.V.0., K.C.B. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 

SCOTLAND. 

Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BALrovur or BuRLEIGH. 
Lord Justice-General—— Rt. Hon. J. B. Barour. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GraHAM Murray, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk Rt. Hon. Lord Kixspvrcn, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of Monrtrosr, K.T. 








Lords-in-Waiting—— 





Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEveN anp MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General -—CuHak.es Scott Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant—-— Rt. Hon. Earl Capocax, K.G. j 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord AsunovrNe. : 
Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GrorGe Wy Npuam, M.P. 
Under Secretary——Rt. Hon. Sir Davip Harkret, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 


SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General—— Rt. Hon. J. Atkinson, K.C., M.P. 


Solicitor-General——Gro. Wricut, Esq., K.C, 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Chairman of Committees--—Rt. Hon. Earl of Morey. 


Clerk of Parliaments——Hewnry J. L. Grauam, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tuestcer, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBERT Gray, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Taxing Otticer of Private Bill Costs——R. W. Monro, Esq. 

Clerk of Public Bills——A. Harrison, Usy, 

Senior Clerks—— 
Peers’ Printed Paper Oftice——C. L. ANsTRUTHER, Esq. 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Cfti:er of Judicial Costs——J. F. 

SKENE, Esy. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Leicu, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees—-—J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks W. H. Hamitton Gorpox, Esq.; C. L. ANsTRUTHER, Esq. (Clerk attending 
the Table); Hon. A. MeDonxett , A. H. Roptnson, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills) ; 
H. P. St. Jouy, Esq.; V. M. Broputpnu, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BApELEy, 
Esq. ; C. Heapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Horna, Esq. ; E. C. Vicors, Esq. ; and A. TENNyson, 
Esq. $ 

Accountant—-—G. FuLKEs, Esq. 

Copyist——-Mr. T. A. Court; Assistant Copyist——Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worrenn, C. E. Cuiztert, A. M. Sroui, J. W. F. Locke, | 


J. MeMinian, G. Bexnett, G. T. Purr. | 
Librarian——S. Artuvk Strong, Esq. 
Assistant Librarian——-A. H. M. Butier, Esq. 
Attendant Mr. W. WorFELL. 
Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campton, Esq.; J. F. Symons JEuNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. FExL, Esq. 
Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod—-—Gen. Sir Michael A. S. BrippuLen, G.C.B. 
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Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. BuTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLeetwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. WiLtiams, Esq. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) Viv 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLacott, A. A. EpNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILIPS, 
W. W. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms Mr. W. CASBOoN. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords Mr. 'T. KENDRICK. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament Mr. C. J. WILLIAMs. 

tesident Engineer ig = ——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Clerk of the House of Commons Sir COURTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.L, C.LE. 

Clerk- Assistant ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WrEbsTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and ~_ of Fees W. Gippons, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Oftice R. dda Esq. 
Private Bill Oftice J. H.W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —F. St. GEORGE TUPPER, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq.; C. V. Frere, Esy. ;. 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DovLE, Bart. 

Assis a Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; Artuer {| DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 

Esq.; HORACE WEST, Esq. ; HeNrRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLISs, Et 3 
Percy A. BULL, Esq. ; F. RB. WILLIAMS WYNN, Esq. ; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. ¢ 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 

Junior Clerks H. C. DAWKINS, Esq.; A. F. B. WiLLIAMs, Esq.; R. P. CoLomn, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq. ; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. Scort PorTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W.T. LEGGE, Esy.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBONS, Esq. ; ; A.'E. A. W. SMyTH, Esq :. 
K. J. C. Moorsom, on 

Serjeant-at-Arms H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Depaty Serjeant F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant W. H. ErskINe, Esq. 

Chaplain to the House tev. Archdeacon _ WILBERFORCE, D.D. 




































































Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, 
Counsel to the Spe: a Sir E. CHANDOS x EIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 
Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 


Messenger——Mr. W. “MURREL L. 
Collectors of Fees on Priv ate Bills 
Referee of Private bills AL ~% ED eden CARTER, Esq., C.b. 
Examiners of Private Bills W. Campion, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 
Taxing Master——C. W. ane, Esq. ; Clerk —B. H. FELL, Esa. 
Vote Otfice—— 
Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILLICK, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks PHILIP SMITH, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDs. 
Librarian R. C, WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——E. G. HARVEY, Esq. : Clerks im 
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Library Messrs. J. R. CRIMP, WM. STEWART ; Messengers—— Messrs. A. FIRMIN 
W. HAGUE. 
Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 
Printers—-—— 
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Postmaster Mr. EpMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper——Mr, J. GLYNN. 





Oftice Keeper Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Oftice Clerk in Journal Office Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. ? 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. Woopwarp, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. WiLson, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Ottice Messenger Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class) ——Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraFT, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr 
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NINTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1902. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 6TH JUNE, 1902. 


LORD KENSINGTON.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor, That the right of 
Hugh Edwardes Baron Kensington to vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of the Lord 
Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order. 


And that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :— 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council. 
Huddersfield Corporation. 

Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway. 
Leamington Corporation. 

London and India Docks (Various Powers). 
London and North-Western Railway. 
North-Eastern Railway. 

North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply. 
Richmond Hill (Preservation of View). 

West Ham Corporation. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 
Kent Water Bill.—A witness ordered to attend the Select Committee 


Halifax Corporation Bill.—The Chairman of Committees informed the House 
that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn one ses rap 


Chigwell, Loughton, and Woodford Gas Bill [H.L.|.—-Scottish Equitable 


Life Assurance Society Bill [H. ids Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to he : jens ir 


to 
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Dublin Port and Docks Board Bill.—Read 2°, and committed: the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


a) 


Great Northern ated = - Bill ; Chard Gas Bill.—Read 2°, and com- 
mitted ... 3 


Garston and District Tramways and Electric Supply (Transfer) Bill; 
Great Central Railway Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various 
Powers) Bill; London County Council (General Powers) mie North 
Metropolitan Tramways Bill; York Corporation Bill.—Read 2", and com- 
mitted: The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of A ve 3 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill; Midland Railway (Steam 


Vessels) Bill. Read 2", and committed ? Whe ee ies ee 3 


Middlesex County Council Tramways Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons... ae ie ae ane 3 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill.—Standing Order No. 93 
considered (according to order) and dispensed with, with respect-to a Peti- 
tion of the Borough Council of Westminster. Leave given to present the 
said Petition... or one ee wis rae én ‘a8 ses 3 


Buckie Burgh Extension and Buckie (Craigenroan) Harbour Order 
Confirmation Bill.—A_ Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1889, relating to Buckie 
Surgh Extension and Buckie (Craigenroan) Harbour—-Was presented by 
the Lord Balfour (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotlan() 

Act, 1899, sections 8 and 9); read 1"; and to be printed. (No. 90) ae 3 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—House in Committee 
(according to order): Bill reperted without Amendment: Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 5° on Monday next —... Si } 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, Etc.) Bill 
[H.L.|.—House in Committee (according to order). Amendments made. 
St: miling ( ‘ommittee negatived. The Report of Amendments to be received 
on Monday next me ae oe ote nee ve es Pre j 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Swansea United 
District) (No. 2) Bill [1.1.|.— House in Committee (according to o-der). 
Bill reported without Amendment. Standing Committee negatived and 
Bill to be read 3* on Monday next... sl ee win a wad } 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [u.L.}.. House in Committee 
(according to order). Amendments made. Standing Committee negatived. 
The Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next wie sen j 


Coatbridge Gas Order Confirmation Bill [u.1.].—lead : P Geneeting to 


order), and passed, and sent to the Commons pr ‘ ios i 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders een of Working 
Classes) Bill.—Brought trom the Commons; read 1"; to be printed; 
and referred to the Examiners. (No. 93)... sig si ex sy i 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ET. 


Destructive [Nsects Act, 1877.—Order, dated the 5th day of June, 1902, 
relative Colorado beetle - sea an a nae si sas 1 
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INEBRIATES Acts, 1879-1899 (TRANSFERS OF INMATES OF INEBRIATE REFORM- 

ATORIES.—Regulations made by the Secretary of State for the Home 

; Department, in pursuance of Section 6 of the Inebriates Act, 1898, 

respecting the transfer of inebriates from a certified inebriate reformatory 

3. O&# to a State inebriate reformatory, from a State inebriate reformatory to 

’ a certified inebriate reformatory, and from one certified inebriate reform- 
atory to another ome iin wot is om sive oe as 4 


Se) 


PATENTS, DEsIGNs, AND TRADE MARKs Acts, 1883—1901.—Patent Rules, 1902 5 





| Private LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Report by the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the Chairman of Ways 
2 and Means in the House of Commons: That the provisions of the Highland 
¢ and Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Companies Order are of such a 
character that they ought to be dealt with by Bill and not by Provisional 

2 Order. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 5 
: CorONATION OATH.—Petition for alteration of ; of Roman Catholics in Natal : 
” read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... se ia — > 
Freshwater Fish (Scotland) Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1*, to 
he printed; and to be read 2* on Tuesday the 17th instant.—(7he Lord 
3 Balfour.) (No. 91) ar eee 5 
Royal Naval Reserve Volunteers Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 
1"; and to be printed. (No. 92) se aa a at cee 5 
1 
UNDISTRIBUTED BANKRUPTS’ ESTATES. 
The Eurl of Mayo ... oe sie oie oe ne ar bas 6 
{ The Under Secretary of State for India (The Earl of Hardwicke)... wa 6 
Ordered to be laid before the House.—( The Earl of Mayo.) 
i Balance Receipts and Payments Balance 
Court Date of . between 
a ie undistributed 3lst Dee. 1898 undistributed 
Bankrupt. and Receiving es and 3lst Dee. 1901. a 
} No. Order. 
31st Dec. 1898. Receipts. Payments. 31st Dee. 1901. 
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Loan Bill—{Seconp Reap1nc]. 
read 





Order of the day for the Second Reading 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2°.\—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


Viscount Goschen 
The Prime Minister and Lord Pricy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2* accordingly ; Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on 
Monday next. 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five o’clock, to Monday next, 
a quarter before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 6TH JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
City and Brixton Railway Bill.—Read the third time, and passed ... 


Liverpool ieieeamenes _ —As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time sae aa eee wee ose oe ose 


London - perenne one ssnpaaatndn Bill._Read the third time, and 
passec aes oaie Aine ws 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.-Petitions against: From Sheffield ; 
Great Barford; Bradford; Masborough; Ellistown; Barnsley ; Curbar ; 
Erpingham ; Kirkby ; and Silkstone ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL. — Petitions for alteration: From 
Armley ; Leeds (five); Lower Wortley ; Holbeck (two); Hunslet Carr ; 
and Hunslet ; to lie upon the Table ... : ssi =e nd - 

LICENSING BiLu.—Petitions in favour: From Lerwick ; and Sherborne (two) ; 
to lie upon the Table ‘ wai in Ps 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—Petitions against : From 
Carshalton ; London ; St. George’s in the East; and Heytesbury ; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BiLi.—Petition from Royal and other Burghs of 
Scotland, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL.—-Petition from Norwich, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BiLt.—Return presented, 


relative thereto [ordered 5th June; Wr. Gerald Balfour|; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 202]... , ss ‘ids os 
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Prek AND Harspour PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BiLL.—Return presented, 


relative thereto [ordered 5th June ; Mr. Gerald entties to lie —_ the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 203]... 





PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE Marks Acts.—Copy presented, of Patents 
Rules, 1902, under the Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Acts, 1883 to 
1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table exe i ve wi 


ArMyY (VOLUNTEERS).—Copy presented, of proposed Amendment of the scheme 
relative to the efficiency of Volunteers under Order in Council, dated 4th 
November, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


DesTRUCTIVE INsEcTS Act, 1877.—Copy presented, of an Order dated the 5th 
June, 1902, relative to the Colorado beetle [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


PopULATION, NUMBER OF ELECTORS, AND REPRESENTATION. — Return pre- 
sented, relative thereto [Address 25th March ; Mr. Plummer]; to lie upon 
the Table = me S 


INEBRIATES Acts, 1879 TO 1899 (TRANSFERS OF INMATES OF INEBRIATE RE- 
FORMATORIES).——Copy presented, of regulations made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, in pursuance of Section 6 of the Inebriates 
Act, 1898, respecting the transfer of inebriates from a certified Inebriate 
Reformatory to a State Inebriate Reformatory, from a State Inebriate Re- 
formatory to a certified Inebriate Reformatory, and from one certified Ine- 
briate Reformatory to another |by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SunDAY DELIVERY OF MAILS AT MoyscHooL LAHINCH, CLARE. — Question, 
Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.); Answer, Post Office ... 


ACCIDENTS TO TORPEDO BoAaTs AND DESTROYERS.—Question, Lord Balcarres 
(Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, Admiralty ... 


Immoral Traffic (Scotland) Bill—[Tuirp Reapine].—Order for Third 
Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” —(.Mr. Cameron Corbett.) 


Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) 
Mr. Richards (Finsbury, E.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ be,’ and add the word 
‘recommitted.’”°—(.VUr. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Cameron Corhett (Glasgow, singe A 

Mr. Flower (Bradford, IV.) 

Mr. t. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) . 

The Lord Advocate (Mr. A, Graham Murray, Bute shire) 
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Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, W.) is ‘a re re <- ae 
Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) Sse KS ee in ae 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) an oat ass in -— ea 
Question put, “That the Amendment, by leave, be withdrawn.” 
Leave having been refused, the Question “That the words proposed to be 
left out, “stand part of the Question,” was put and agreed to. 
Main Question again proposed, “That the Bill be now read the third time.” 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 27 
Mr. A. Graham Murray 28 
Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 
University of Wales (Graduates) Bill—(Tuirp Reavinc.] 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) ... _ bee es re 29 
Bill read the third time and passed. 
Midwives Bill.— Bill as amended by the Standing Committee considered. 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) ill Pure nue een ae 29 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Susser, Horsham) oats cdi ae Son 30 
New Clause brought up and read the first and second time, and added. 
New Clause—‘ To insert, after Clause 8, the following Clause :—‘ Every 
Councillor of a county or of a county borough shall inspect or cause to 
be inspected from time to time any premises wherein any woman re- 
ceivesor proposes to receive, as a midwife, a pregnant or lying-in woman 
and if such premises shall, in the opinion of the Council, be fit for the 
reception of a pregnant or lying-in woman, the Council shall issue a 
certificate to that effect upon payment by the midwife of such fee as 
may be fixed by the Council, and shall enter such premises upon a 
register to be kept by the Council. (2) Any woman, whether certified 
or licensed under this Act or not, who, after the first day of January, 
1903, shall receive as a midwife a pregnant or lying-in woman in pre- 
mises which shall not have been certitied by the County Council or 
Council of a county borough as fit for the reception of such a woman 
under the provisions of this Act, skall be guilty of a misdemeanour, 
and on conviction on indictment shall be liable, at the discretion of 
the Court, to a fine not exceeding ten pounds, or to imprisonment for 
any term not exceeding two months, with or without hard labour, or 
to both fine and imprisonment, or on a summary conviction to a fine 
not exceeding ten pounds.’ ”—(.VWr. Galloway.) 
Motion made and Question propesed, “ That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone... sh ee a = wa ea 
Mr. 7. P. O'Connor Me a ian oe ty ... 30 
Sir Walter Foster (1 erbyshire, Tikeston)  ... re van as ss, Ol 
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Dr, Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) 
The Secretary of State for the Home ve Department (m Mr. Rit hie, ( ‘roy M) 
Mr, MacVeagh (Down, 8.)... 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 63 ; Noes, 98. (Division List No. 205.) 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor 
Clause brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time. 


Tr. Heywood Johnstone 4 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) 

Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) 
Captain Norton (Newington, IV.) 
Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) 


(juestion put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 59 ; Noes, 128. (Division List No. 206.) 


Dr. Ambrose 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 6, after the word ‘shall, to insert the words 
‘habitually and for gain attend women in childbirth, or shall.’ ”—(Dr. 
Ambrose.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. T. P. OC 

Mr. Ritchie.. 

Sir Valter Foster (Der byshire, Tike. ston) ; 

The Under Secretary of State jor the Hor: t Department ( Vr. 
Birminghan, Bordesle ”) 

Mr. H. C. Richards ; 

Mr. He -yrwood Johnstone 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor 

Sir John Leng (Dundee) 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) me 

Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) 

Mr. Heywood Johnstone 


Connor 


Jesse ( ‘ullin Us, 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 
Amendments made. 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) ... 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 6, after the word ‘board,’ to insert the words 


‘and produces evidence that she bears a good character.’ ” 
Question proposed “That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone ... és son wit ins on . 56 
Sir Walter Foster ... vay oes nee sa = int a 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen 57 
Amendments made. 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor ‘as ne oni baa ae ve na 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone... er ees ins oa ons ins 58 
Mr, Dillon ... bic ss ba one ‘on ei poe a i 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 237 ; Noes, 23. (Division List No. 207.) 
Bill to be read the third time upon Friday next. 


Cremation Bill [Lorps.]|—As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
considered. ; 


Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) sab Ve is wes is os 61 





Amendment proposed 
In page 1, line 16, to postpone Clause 3.—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 
(Juestion proposed, “ That the consideration of Clause 3 be postponed.” 


Sir Walter Foster ... sie Ree rhe er ae sein ne 62 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen ban nae ror oni “a we ov 63 


(Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 34; Noes, 221. (Division List No. 208.) 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen io des om in Pe ies a 65 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 8, to leave out the word ‘two’ and insert the 
word ‘five. ”—(Wr. Griffith Boscawen.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


vl 


Mr. Goddard (Ipswich)... os we cas ae sé jo 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 10, after the first ‘the’ to leave out the words 
‘consecrated part of the.’”—(Mr. Goddard.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Lord Hugh Cecil 

Sir Francis Powell ... 

Sir Walter Foster... 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen 

Mr. Wallace (Perth) ne 
Mr. Crean (Cork Co., SE.) 


Question put and agreed to. 


It being half-past Five of the clock, Further Proceeding on Consideration 
stood adjourned. 


Bill, as amended, to be further considered upon Friday next. 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Omagh Urban District 
Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a 
Provisional Order under The Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, relating 
to Paisley.” [Paisley Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill (Lords). | 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to empower the Corporation of Margate 
to construct additional waterworks, and to extend their limits for the supply 
of water, and for other purposes.” [Margate Corporation Water Bill 
(Lords). | 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to enable the Mayor, Aldermen and 
Burgesses of the borough of Leicester to construct additional tramways 
and street improvements in the borough, and to construct additional gas 
works and for other purposes.” {Leicester Corporation Bill (Lords). | 


Paisley Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill (Lorps).—Read the first 
time ; Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 


printed. [Bill 227.} 


Margate Corporation Water Bill [Lorps], Leicester Corporation Bill 
Lords ]|.—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
tor Private Bills 


Lancashire County (Lunatic Asylums) Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed cas 


Public Petitions Committee.—\Sixth nian hati UPr and read; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed , ie 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o'clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 9TH JUNE, 1902. 


Lorb KENstneTton.—Ordered that the report of the Lord Chancellor of the 
United Kingdom, made to the House of Lords on the 6th day of this 
instant June, that the right of Lord Kensington to vote at the elections of 
representative peers for ‘Ireland has been established to his satisfaction, be 
sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, together with a certificate 
stating that such report has been made, and that the House has ordered it 
to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland... 
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EARL Firzwitiiam.—Petition of William Charles de Muro Wentworth- 
Fitzwilliam, Earl Fitzwilliam, in the peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to 
vote at the elections of representative peers for Ireland ; read, and referred 
to the Lord Chancellor to consider and report thereupon to the House 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Th 


@ 


LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with :— 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Gas). 


Local Government Provisional Order (Gas). 


Also the Certificate that no Standing Orders are applicable to the following 
Bill— 


Local Government Provisional Order (Poor Law). 


And also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with— 


Croydon and District Electric Tramways. 
Bournemouth Gas and Water. 


Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway (Abandonment). 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table 
Kent Electric Power Bill. The Chairman of Committees informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The Orders made 
on the 12th May, and Thursday last, discharged, and Bill committed 
Nottingham Corporation Bill [1.L.].—Reported, with Amendments 


Great Northern and City ay 5 Bill ~ L. il innate from the Select 


Committee, with Amendments.. 
West Gloucestershire Water Bill.— Read 2°, and committed 


Central London Railway (New Lines) Bill [H.L.], now Central London 
Railway Bill [H.1.}. 


The Chairman of Committees (the Earl of Morley)... 
Bill read 3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Bristol spenntien Bill dae I ‘Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons , vis 5 oe sr ales nes 


Devonport Corporation (General Powers) Bill [H.L.}.—-Real 3°; 


Amendments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons 


Menai Bridge Urban District Council Bill ‘joa - Read bi and passed, 


and sent to the Commons 
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, and passed 





Dover Harbour Bill [1.. |.—Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the Commons... 


Devonport Corporation Water Bill [1. i —Read 3* ; Amendments made ; 
Bill passed, and sent to the Commons.. 2s 3 oan ae 


Wigan cungeeniien Bill aa ee 3", and spite and sent to the 
Commons ‘ re 


City and Brixton nition Bill; London aii Council * ena Bill ; 
London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill ; London County 
Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill ; London, Tilbury, and 
Southend Railway Bill.-Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; and 


referred to the Examiners 


Electric Lighting Provisional Gotene = os Bill.—-Read 3* eon to 


order), and passed 


Military Lands Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill.—Read 2" (according to 
order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Thursday 


next 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Swansea United 
District) (No. 2) Bill {1.1.].—Order of the day for the Third Reading 
read, and discharged ; and Bill (by leave of the House) withdrawn 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, &c.), Bill. 
[H.1.|., Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.1.].—Amendments reported 
(according to order), and Bills to he read 3* tomorrow oe a 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill. 
Read 2* (according to order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole 


House on Thursday next 


London Government Scheme (Southwark) Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1* ; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. [No. 


97.] 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION.—Statistics of elementary day schools, evening con- 
tinuation schools, and training colleges, 1900-1901, Presented [by 
Command] and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


GAs AND Water Works FAcILitiEs Act, 1870.—Reports by the Board of 
Trade as to dispensing with the consent of (1) the Shirland and Higham 
Parish Council in the case of the Clay Cross Gas Provisional Order ; (2) the 
Bothwell Parish Council in the case of the Bothwell and Uddingston Gas 
Provisional Order ; (3) the Wood Green Urban District Council in the case 
of the Hornsey Gas Provisional Order... 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT.—Rules made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, pursuant to the provisions of the Capital Punishment Amend- 
ment Act, 1868, for regulating the execution of capital sentences. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877.—(1) Statute made by 
the Governing Body of New College, Oxford, on 15th January, 1902, 
b2 
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amending Statute III., Clause 2 (Marriage and Residence of Tutorial 
Fellows) of the Statutes ‘of the College ; (2) Statute made by the President f 
and Fellows of Magdalen College, Oxford, on llth December, 1901, 
amending Clause 8 of Statute XIP (Grammar Schools) of the Statutes of 
the College ; (3) Statute made by the Governing Body of Christ’s 
Hospital, Cambridge, on 7th February, 1902, amending Section 2 of L 
Chapter XX XVII, of the College Statutes. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and tobe printed. [{No. 94.] | o 


British Museum Bill ‘opines Reading|.—Order of the day for the 
Second Reading read. 


~T 
to 


Viscount Peel aa ie ue Kb a0 eae ae ah fe 


Billread 2* (according to order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole E 
House on Friday next. 


Wild Birds Protection Acts Amendment Bill [.1.]—House in Committee 
(acee rding to order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; and recommitted 
to the Standing Committee... ws ee aieb me os .. 74 G&S 


Ses 


Loan Bill.—Lead 3* (according to order), and passed... Ms ge: a 74 


Immoral Traffic (Scotland) Bill (No. 95) ; University of Wales (Graduates) 
Bill (No. 96).—Brought from the Commons; read 1"; and to be printed... 74 . 
M 
House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five o'clock till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 9tH JUNE, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Private Bint [Lorps] (Standing Orders not previously inquired into Co 
complied with).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
e the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have heen complied with, viz. :— 
Hastings Harbour District Railway (Extension of Time) Bill [ Lords]. Ew 
Imperial Institute Bill [ Lords}. 
Liverpool Cathedral Bill [ Lords}. 





Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time es moe Bee a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (Standing Orders applicable thereto complied 
with).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Ex- BOP Lt 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 


applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. : Wr 





Oyster and Mussel Fishery Provisional Orders Bill. 
Ordered, that the Bill be read a second time tomorrow are be oe 


Limpsfield and Oxted Water Bill ; Manchester Cor a ation Tramways Bill ; 
words Amendments considered, and agreed to ve 74 Pop 
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Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukinfield Cor made Bit (Alma Bridge, etc.) 


Bill ({Lords].—Verbal Amendments mac 
passed with Amendments 


Bill read the third time, and 


London County Council (Money) Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill [King’s Consent 
signified |.—Read the third time, and passed. [New Title. , “ 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill ; London, 
Tilbury and Southend Railway Bill. —Read the third time, and passed 


Newcastle and Gateshead Water Bill [Lorps]; Swindon United Gas Bill 
[Lords].—Read the third time and passed, with Ameotnente ni 


Abertillery Urban District Council Bill [Lorps] ; Sraitiaieds ae Gas 


Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time . 


Swansea rage er Water Bill vested —As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time ~ 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time tomorrow ... 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That they have agreed to, Middlesex County 
Council Tramways Bill, with Amendments. 

Amendments to Chigwell, Loughton, and Woodford Gas Bill [Lords], 

Scottish Equitable Life Assurance Society Bill [ Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Coatbridge Gas.” [Coatbridge Gas Order Confirmation 
Bill (Lords). | ot ss 


Coatbridge Gas Order Confirmation Bill {Lords}.—Ordered, under Section 
7 (2) of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to be con- 
dhant upon Wednesday 


PETITIONS. 


EpUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.—Petitions against: From canned 
--(tive); Ibstock ; and New Swannington ; to lie upon the Table 


PHYSICAL TRAINING (EXISTING PROVISIONS AND SYSTEM).— Petition from Man- 
chester and Salford, for inquiry by a Royal Commission ; to lie upon the 
Table 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BiLL.—Petition from Halifax, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table Re a re 


WIFE-BEATING AND OUTRAGES ON CHILDREN (CORPORAL PUNISHMENT OF 


OFrFENDERS).—Petition from Royal and other Burghs of Scotland, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POPULATION, NUMBER OF ELECTORS, AND REPRBSENTATION.— Return [presented 
6th June] to be printed. [No. 205] ... a os 
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INEBRIATES ACTs, ee TO 1899 (TRANSFERS OF INMATES OF INEBRIATE 
REFORMATORIES).- Paper [presented 6th June] to be printed. [No. 206]... 


UNiversities or OxForp AND CampripGe Act, 1877 (Oxrorp).—Copy 
presented, of Statute made by the President and Fellows of Magdalen 
College, Oxford, on 11th December, 1901, amending Clause 8 of Statute XII. 
(Grammar Schools) of the Statutes of the College [by pti to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 207] ei en 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE AcT, 1877 (OxFoRD).—Copy 
presented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of New College, Oxford, 
on 15th January, 1902, amending Statute III., Clause 11 (Marriage and 
Residence of Tutorial Fellows) of the Statutes of the Coliege ¢ [by — to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 208]... a 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE AcT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE).—Copy 
presented of Statute made by the Governing Body of Christ’s College, 
Cambridge, on 7th February, 1902, amending Section 2 of Chapter 
XXXVIL of the College Statutes [by a ; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No, 209]... , sa ue oh sis 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT.—Copy presented of Rules made by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, pursuant to the provisions of The Capital 
Punishment Amendment Act, 1868, for regulating the execution of Capital 
Sentences {by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1899.—Copy presented of 
Report by the Chairman of Committees ot the House of Lords and the 
Chairman of Ways and Means in the House of Commons under The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, that they are of opinion that 
the Highland and Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Companies Order 
ought to be dealt with by Private Bill and not by Provisional Order [by 
Act] ; ; to lie upon the Table 


GAS AND Water Works Faciiities Act, 1870.—Copy presented of Report by 
the Board of Trade as to dispensing with the consent of the Wood Green 
Urban District Council in the case of the Hornsey Gas Provisional Order 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 210} 


GAs AND Water Works Faciuitres Act, 1870.—Copy presented of Report by 
the Board of Trade as to dispensing with the consent of the Shirland and 
Higham Parish Council in the case of the Clay Cross Gas Provisional Order 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 211] 


GaAs AND Water Works Faciuities Act, 1870.—Copy presented of Report by 
the Board of Trade as to dispensing with the consent of the Bothwell Parish 
Council in the case of the Bothwell and Uddingston Gas Provisional Order 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 212] 


Army EXpeNpiITURE, 1902-3 (SourH AFRICAN WaAk).—Copy presented of 
Statement showing approximately under principal sub-heads the sums still 


required to be expended on the Army in South Africa in 1902-3 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


30ARD OF EDUCATION (PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS, ETC.)..-Copy presented, 
of Statisties of Public Elementary Schools, Evening Continuation Schools, 
and Training Colleges, 1900-1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... 
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FINANCIAL STATEMENT, 1902-03 (As Revisep).—Copy ordered, “of Table giving 
Revised Balance Sheet, 1902-03, in substitution for Table VIL. in Financial 
Statement previously presented [ No. 141, of Session 1902].” —(Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 
| No. 204] sal i: Se on e 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND).—Return ordered “showing the proceedings of Parish 
Councils in regard to allotments and common pasture, under Section 26 of 
The Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, and the proceedings of 
County Councils in regard to representation by Parish Councils for Orders, 
under The Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, Section 26, authorising 
land to be taken on lease AY for allotments, since the date of the 
last Return on the 4th July last.” —(Mr. Eugene Wason) 


CriminaAL LAW AND PROCEDURE (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 (PROSECUTIONS).— 
Return ordered, showing— 


(1) The number of persons proceeded against under the Act from the 
Ist day of January to the Ist day of June, 1902. 


(2) The offences with which they were charged. 

(3) Result of proceedings—(a) discharged ; (b) convicted. 

(4) Number committed—(a) six months and above five ; (b) five months 
and above four; (c) four months and above three ; (d) three 
months and above two; (e) two months and above one; (f) one 
month and above fourteen days ; (g) fourteen days and under. 

(5) To find sureties or recognisances. 


(6) Appeals—(a) confirmed ; (b) reduced ; (c) reversed. 


(7) Number of persons undergoing imprisonment on the Ist day of 
June, 1902. 


And also a return containing the names of all persons proceeded against 
under the Act during the same period, with the result of proceedings in 
each case.” —(Mr. Delany) a 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
SouTH AFRICAN WAR—PENSIONS FOR RELATIVES OF BRITISH AND BOER SLAIN 
Question, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, nw Answer, Colonial 


Ottice 


Raipway Car LAVATORY CISTERNS. Renin Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Board of Trade a . Nid ie hes 


Rep Sea Lichts—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Foreign Office 


ParcEL Post witH Unirep States.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Post Oftice 


CarriGAN (CAVAN) PosTaAL FACILITIES. a Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, W.) ; 
Answer, Post Oftice as so : mt - : a 
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RICHARD CLOUDESLEY CHARITY.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, 
Charity Commission se wi ane as oe vr site 


THEFTS FROM BONDED WAREHOUSES.— ae. Mr. Alban Gibbs (London) ; 
Answer, Treasury wes a da mn ie ee 


INcoME TAX—ASSESSMENT OF FoREIGN ARTISTES IN LONDON.—Question, Sir 
Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Treasury 


TAXATION OF TRANSVAAL GOLD MINEsS.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; 
Answer, Treasury ‘ ies me 5s we ak i“ 


REVISED BALANCE SHEET, 1902-3.—-Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) ; Answer, Treasury 


British OFFICERS OF BURMA BATTALIONS—ALLOWANCES ON SERVICE IN 
CHINA. rm Sir denied seen oo. Central); Answer, India 
Office ae ar cee is 


TRAWLING ON THE NorFOLK Coast.—Question, Sir Brampton Gurdon 
(Norfolk, S.) ; Answer, Admiralty , me 


DINGWALL—NEW BARRACKS.-—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, War Office 


CORONATION PROCESSIONS—FACILITIES FOR SERVICE OFFICERS.—Question, 
Sir Howard Vincent; Answer, War Office 


DeatH or C. V. FREER, Cape MOUNTED SPECIALS.—Question, Mr, Delany 
(Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, War Office 


CoRONATION—SPECIAL ALLOWANCES TO MILITIA OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. 
Hozier (Lanark, S.); Answer, War Office 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SoutH ArricaA—TERMS OF PEACE.—Question, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. .\. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


GRANT TO Lord KitcCHENER.-—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 

RELIEF AND RE-SETTLEMENT OF LOYALISTS.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 


Birmingham, W.) 


Cape CoNSTITUTION.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


SALES OF Boer FArMs.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; 


/ Fie Mr. J. Chamberlain 


CONCENTRATION CAmps.—Question, Mr. Paulton (Durham, Bishop Auckland) : 


Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Wark PENsIONS.— Question, Mr. Channing; Answer, The Financial Secretary 
to the War Oftice (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


MILITARY CENSORSHIP.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) and Mr. Brand 
(Cambridgeshire, Wisbech) ; Answer, Lord Stanley : 
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REPATRIATIONS OF Borr PRISONERS.—Question, Mr. Paulton (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ae se) ee ae ‘ 


RE-STOCKING OF FARMS.—Question, Mr. Paulton ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PRIVATE SLIGHT, 12TH LANCERs. dati Mr. Flynn ~_— Co., N.) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley as 3 a bi Bs a 


RoyAL NAVAL VICTUALLING YARD, DEprroRD.—Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. 
Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


H.M.S. “ TERRIBLE.”—Question, Mr. William Allan (Gateshead); Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ... mee ee se or ss $3 ox 


CHINESE INDEMNITY PAYMENTS.—Question, Lord Charles Beresford (Woolwich) : 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, 
Rochester) 


UGANDA RatLway—Cost oF CONSTRUCTION AND EQuIPMENT.——Question, 
Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne... 

Emin FaD EL ALLAH.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.); Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain cas , 


PREFERENTIAL TARIFF FOR EMPIRE yp ter —Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


COLLIERY SPECIAL RULES IN SouTH WALEs.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) : , ae ae? : 


METROPOLITAN STREET OUTRAGE—MurRDER OF Mr. MURRAY SPICER.— 
Questions, Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes), Mr. MacVeagh titi 8), 
and Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie 


PATENT FEES.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, The President ot 
the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION.—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answers, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour 


LONDON ELECTIONS BiLL.—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean) and Mr. John Ellis; Answers, The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


PHYSICAL TRAINING IN ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. — Question, Lord Charles 
Beresford ; Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 


St. MICHAEL’s INFANTS’ SCHOOL, WOrCESTER.—Question, Mr. Yoxall ee 
hamshire, W.); Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson ... 


SCOTTISH LICENSING LAws.— Question, Sir John Leng; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


GOVERNMENT PRINTERS—STRIKE AT MESSRS WYMAN’S Works AT READING.— 
Questions, Captain Norton and Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green); 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, EF.) 
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WorCESTER RACE MEETING—-TELEGRAPHIC ARRANGEMENTS. — Question, Mr. 
Yoxall ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain : ha uaa side 


CATTLE BREEDING IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E. ds —- 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


IrntsH LAND BILL.—Questions, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory), Mr. John 
Redmond (Waterford), Mr. T. W. Russell, and Mr. Dillon; Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham 


intsH JUDGES AND CONSTABULARY REPORTS.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... 


MILLSTREET Coercion Court— Hire or Cars sy PoLice. — Question, Mr. 
Sheehan (Cork Co., Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


POLICE SUPERVISION IN MILLSTREET. — Question, Mr. Sheehan ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


WREN ANDSTOKES Estate, NORTH KERRY.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham Pe 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) Act AMENDMENT BILL. — Question, Mr. Sheehan ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ae © 


ILLicir DistTiLLATION CoNvicTION AT BALLINMUCK. — Question, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell (Longford, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IkISH RAILWAYS—STATE CoNTROL.—Question, Mr. Nannetti ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


APPOINTMENTS OF ENGLISHMEN TO IRISH POSTMASTERSHIPS.—Questions, Mr. 
Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W. wen Mr. sie (Kings Co., Birr) ; Answers, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘is ‘ae He ae re 


EpUCATION DEPARTMENT STATISTICS.—Question, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


PHYSICAL TRAINING INQuiry.—Question, Sir William Houldsworth (Manches- 
ter, N.W.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE House.-—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. T. W. Russell and Lord Charles Beresford ; Answers, Mr. A 
Balfour 


THe BupGer.— Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


NEI BILL. 


Electors’ Registration Bill.—To facilitate the Registration of Parliamentary 
and Loeal Government Electors and to amend in certain respects the Regis- 
tration of Electors Acts, 1843 to 1891, and the Representation of the People 
Acts, presented by Mr. Guest, under Standing Order 31; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 7th July, and to be printed.—{ Bill 229. | 
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Finance Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

|Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, BE.) ... 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 be postponed.”—(Sir 
Henry Fowler.) 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W. ) 
Sir Wilham Harcourt (Monmouthshire, IV. ‘) ‘i 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ne 

Mr, Lough (Islington, IV.) .. sh dis 

Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) ... 

Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter)... 

Mr. Sydney Buston (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 

Mr. Chaplin, (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ‘ 

Mr. Melrose (Edinburgh, EB.) ee 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) a 

Sir M. Hicks Beach id ssi me 

Sir H. Campbhell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) fe2 a3 
Mr. George Whiteley ‘Yorkshire, WR., Pudsey) ... 
Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) 

Mr. Blake (Longford, 8. i 

Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, Barnard ( Castley 

Mr. Channing (Northampton, E.) . 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176; Noes, 264. (Divsion List No. 
209.) 


Mr. Channing 
Amendment proposed. 


“In page 1, Line 17, after the word ‘Two,’ to insert the words 
‘Until the Ist day of August, 1893.’ ”—(Mr. Chunning.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir William Harcourt 

Sir M. Hicks Beach... 

Mr. Courts nay Warner (Ste upfordshire, Lichfie li ) 
Mr. Kearle YW { (Deepa 

Mr. Blake... 

Mr. Lough ee 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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June 9.) 
EVENING SITTING. 
Finance Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1. 
Amendment again proposed 


“In page 1, line 17, after the word ‘Two,’ to insert the words 
‘Until the 1st day of August, 1903.’”—(VWr. Channing.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Reckitt (Lincolnshire, Brigg) ... 

Mr. Hurwood (Bolton) 

Mr, William Mc Arthur (Cor nwall, ‘St. Austell) 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Moulton (Cornwall, Launceston) 
Jumes Lowther (Ke nt, camel 


Mr. McKenna 
Mr. Winston Churchill esi 
Sir Edward Grey (Nor thumberland, Ber w ick) 


Sir 
Mr. 
Sir 


Frederick Milner (Nottinghamshire, Basset) 
Abel Thomas (Carmarthenshire, E.) 


John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) 


Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Stret) 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 173 ; Noes, 236. (Division List No. 210.) 
Mr. Kearley 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 1, line 18, after the word ‘ Schedule, to insert the words 
‘and no other.” —(Mr. Kearley.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Sir William Harcourt 
Mr. Keurley 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Flynn (Cork County, N.) 
Amendment proposed— 


. —(Mr. 


“In page 1, line 19, to leave out the words ‘or Ireland.’ 
Flynn.) 


Question proposed, * 


That the words ‘or Ireland’ stand part of the Clause.” 
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Sir M. Hicks Beach... sae en see see te seks onc BS 
Mr. Dillon ... ne i Ee ed Se ee cae «. Bie 
Mr. Flynn .. ne ay ER! we i oe nee oo «6S 


Motion moved and Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report pro- 
gress and ask leave to sit again.”—(Mr. Flynn.) 





Sir M. Hicks Beach 217 
Mr. Z. W. Russell 7 217 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put, “ That the words ‘or Ireland’ stand part of the Clause.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 153; Noes, 54. (Division List No. 211.) 
Question proposed, ‘“ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again tomorrow. 

Teachers of Music (Registration) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, 
and discharged ; Bill withdrawn - wate ‘es ne . 219 

Labourers (Ireland) Acts <n om 2) Bill. —Read a second time 
and committed for Wednesday 219 

Adjourned at five minutes before One o'clock. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 10TH JUNE, 1902. 

EARL OF SHEFFIELD.— Report made from the Lord Chancellor that the right of 
Henry North Holroyd Earl of Shettield to vote at the elections of Representa- 
tive Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of the Lord 
Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 221 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 

City of London (Streets). 

Also the Certificate that the Standing Orders have not been complied with in 
respect of the Petition for additional Provision in the following Bill :— 
Ystradfellte Water [H.L.]. 

The same were ordered to lie on the Table. ... Rea ae ree as way 

STANDING ORDERS CoMMITTEE.—Report from, that the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the following B ills :- 

Halifax Corporation, 

Metropolitan District Railway, 

ought to be dispensed with, and the Bills allowed to proceed. 

Read, and agreed to 221 
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Erdington Tramways Bill.—Reported, with Amendments 221 
Great Northern and Strand ~-at -_ i. i aan from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments ‘ Ko son .- 221 
Abercarn Urban District Gas Bill ; Furness Railw: ay an aaaiate Bill,— 
Reported, without Amendment xen 
Birmingham and Midland Tramways Bill [u.L.]; South Metropolitan Gas 
Bill; Belfast Corporation Bill ; Birkenhead Corporation Bill; Exeter and 
District Tramways Bill [H.L.].—Reported, with Amendments : --- 222 
National Telephone Company (Kingston-upon-Hull) Bill [11.1. |.—Report 
from the Select Committee, That it is not expedient to proceed further with 
the Bill ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ne .. 223 
Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council Bill ; London and India 
Docks (Various Powers) Bill; London and North Western Railway Bill ; 
North Eastern Railway Bill; North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply 
Bill.-Read 2", and committed. The Committees to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection pick sass ses sed saa irs ~~» 2 
West Ham Corporation Bill.—Read 2", and committed 229 
North Staffordshire Tramways Bill [.1.}; Rossendale Valleys ‘Tramways 
Bill [H.L.]; Whitstable Improvement Bill [u.1.] ; Consett Water Bill {#.1.]. 
Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the Commons ae a oe . Se 
Gloucestershire Electric Power Bill : Dartford Improvement Bill; Read 3°, 
with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons .. 223 
Liverpool Corporation Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; and 
dode) 


referred to the Examiners aS as ae pee nee mee . 322 


Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukinfield Corporations (Alma Bridge, &c.) 
Bill {u.1.], Newcastle and Gateshead Water Bill [H.1.], Swindon United 
Gas Bill [H.1.]-—Returned from the Commons, agreed to, with Amendments 223 


Limpsfield and Oxted Water Bill, Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill. 


Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to ... e935 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, &c.) Bill 
[H.L.] ; Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1.) Bill [H.L.|—Read 3* (according to 
order), and passed, and sent to the Commons eee sie Jai ax 3 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
MencantiLe Marine—Sicutr Tests.—Report on the sight tests used in the 
mercantile marine, for the year ended 31st December, 1901. (In continua- 


tion of Parliamentary Paper |Code 632]) — ... sae sa a »- B32 


Pusiic Recorps.—Sixty-third Annual Report of the Deputy-Keeper of the 
Public Records. 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... ve ... 223 











iw 
to 


~~ 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 10.] 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Amendment Bill [1.1.]—Reported from the 
Standing Committee without further Amendment; the Report of the 
Amendments made in Committee of the whole House to be received on 
Thursday next ... 


Wild Birds Protection Acts Amendment Bill [H.L.].—Reported from the 
Standing Committee without Amendment, and to be read 3* on Thursday 
next 


Prevention of Corruption Bill. 


Earl Grey 
Lord Ribblesdule ... 
The Lord Chuncellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five o’clock, to Thursday 
next, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 10TH JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE Bitts [Lorps}.--(Standing Orders not previously inquired into 
complied with.)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 


Leicester Corporation Bill {| Lords}. 

Margate Corporation Water Bill { Lords}. 

Wrexham District Tramways bill | Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


Liverpool Corporation Bill.—-Read the third time, and passed 


Manchester Corporation Greneeas niente all As amended, considered : 
to be read the third time as ies ia ae 


Finchley Urban District Council Bill (Changed from “ Finchley 
Improvement Bill”) [By Orper|._-As amended, considered ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time ... as os os for 


Local Government ot aged ieee Orders - me Bill.— Read the 
third time, and passed .. ; . 2 


Oyster and Mussel cdamanid nenaenae Orders Bill.—ead a second time 
and committed . ; eas ats ie 


London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill.—lReported, without Amendment 
| Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—Reported without 
Amendment {Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed) ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment | Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow 

Local Government Provisional Orders (Housin ng of Working Classes) 
Bill.—Reported, with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Keported, with 
Amendments [{ Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [ Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment {Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Reported, 
with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 


Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow... 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Biil.— Reported, 
with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow... 


Pilotage Provisional Order Bill.—Keported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


3ill to be read the third time tomorrow 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Keported, with 
Amendments | Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow 
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Longwood Gas Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amendments; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed —... és a ns a .» 229 
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Renfrew Harbour Bill [Lor a —Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table... mn as i eas aa is a1. Sao 


Railway Bills (Group 8).—Mr. Compton Rickett reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 8 of Railway Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned until Thursday next, at Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... rer as a si aes ... 229 


Bradford Corporation Bill {| Lorps}.—Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed pa ba ee oe 


Buxton Urban District Council Bill {[Lorps]|.—Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Costs awarded]; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... 


Rhymney Railway Bill | Lorps].—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to 


a lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Railway Bills (Group 9)..-Ordered, that Mr. Thomas Lake Aveling and 
Mr. H. Shoosmith do attend the Committee on Group 9 of Railway Bills 
on Monday, 16th June, at half-past Eleven of the clock tees s«. 229 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [{ Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow : ne ia 230 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to: Loan Bill; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Leyland and Farington Gas Bill ; 
without Amendment. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to empower the 
Central London Railway Company to acquire additional lands ; and for 
other purposes.” [Central London Railway Bill (Lords). | 
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t- 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the Mayor, Alderman, and 
Burgesses of the City of Bristol to construct an additional dock railway and 
other works; to extend the city and County of Bristol; and for other 
Q purposes.” { Bristol Corporation Bill (Lords). ] 


to 
to 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confer powers upon the Corporation 
of the borough of Devonport with respect to the construction and working 
of tramways within the borough; to authorise the construction of an 
embankment and road at Camel’s Head Bridge ; to make further provision 
for the borrowing of money ; and for other purposes.” | Devorport Cor- 
poration (General Powers) Bill (Lords). | 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to authorise the Urban District Council 
of Menai Bridge to construct additional waterworks for the supply of their 
(listrict ; to purchase and improve St. George’s Pier ; to construct a sea wall 
and promenade ; and to make further and better provision for the improve- 
228 ment of the district ; and for other purposes.” {Menai Bridge Urban District 
Council Bill (Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to authorise the construction of certain 
new works for improving the harbour of Dover ; the raising of further 
moneys by the Dover Harbour Board ; and for other purposes.” [Dover 
228 Harbour Bill (Lords). ] 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to authorise the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the borough of Devonport to purchase the undertaking of 
the Devonport Water Company; and for other purposes.” [Devonport 
Corporation (Water) Bill (Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confer further powers upon the 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the Borough of Wigan in regard to the 
acquisition and construction of tramways and light railways, and the 
construction of street improvements, and to make further provision in 
regard to the health, local government, and improvement of the said 
borough ; and for other purposes.” [Wigan Corporation Bill (Lords). ] 


Central London Railway Bill aot Bristol Education Bill [Lords]; 
Devonport Corporation (General Powers) Bill ey Menai Bridge Urban 
District Council Bill [Lords]; Dover Harbour Bill [Lords]; Devonport 
Corporation Water Bill [Lords]; Wigan Corporation Bill [Lords].—Read 
the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


Ciups REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND) BILL.— Petitions from Dumfries, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table , ‘a 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.—Petitions against : From Elton ; 
Birchover ; Youlgrave ; Brassington ; Maidstone ; Loughborough ; Glasgow ; 
Alderman’s Green; Greenock ; Shettield; Reigate; Elsecar; Wath-on- 
Dearne ; and Chapeltown ; to lie upon the Table 


EpvucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALFs) BILL.—Petition from Twickenham, for 
alteration (praying to be heard by Counsel) ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WaALEs) BILL.—Petitions for alterations : From 
Leeds (three) ; Huddersfield ; and Nether Green ; to lie upon the Table ... 


LICENSING BrLL.—Petition from Lewisham and Deptford, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table : ain pa 


LONDON WATER BiLL.—Petition from Lewisham, in favour of the direct repre- 
sentation of the Metropolitan Boroughs upon the siedaaie Water Board ; to 
lie upon the Table os oP ‘i ne ee 

MARRIAGE WITH 4 DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL,—Petitions against : 
from Shorne ; Sutton; Northwich ; St. Michael Myland ; and Leicester ; 
to lie upon the Table ... 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL.—Petition of the Sanitary Institute, against ; to 
lie upon the Table ie bes sas sai 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BiLL.—Petition from Westbury, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... ‘es vi Nae 


Pus.ic HEALTH BILL.—Petition of the Sanitary Institute, in favour ;to lie upon 
the Table ri - a ven at io 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Paper [presented 


9th June] to be printed. | No. 213.] ... ss wen ie sain _ 
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MERCANTILE MARINE (SiGHT TESTs).—Copy presented, of Report on the Sight 
Tests used in the Mercantile Marine for the year ended 31st December, 1901 
(in continuation of [C. 632]) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... w-. 232 
Pubic RECoRDs.—Copy presented of Sixty-third Annual Report of the Deputy 
Keeper of the Public Records [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 1. 332 
Lonpon ELections BILL.—Return ordered, “ showmg the extent to which 
under the Bill the number of Electors of any Parliamentary Borough or 
Division of a Parliamentary Borough might be increased or diminished, 
130 distinguishing the number of electors by which the Borough or Division 
fo} co] ev fo] 
might be increased or diminished under Clause 1 (3) of the Bill by order 
of the Commissioners appointed under the London Government Act, 1899.” 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) ... it sii be sed: ee eo «os Soe 
031 QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Raitway Goops MANAGEMENT—TOW-ROPING.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross 
and Cromarty) ; Answer, Board of Trade ie i 233 
23] CANTON RIVER NAVIGATION. —Question, Mr Weir ; Answer, Foreign Office... 233 
STEAM ENGINES AND BOoILERS—PERSONS IN CHARGE.—Question, Mr. John 
Wilson (Durham) ; Answer, Home Office , aie aii we 234 
‘a LICENSING BiL_.—Question, Lord Charles Beresford (Woolwich) ; Answer, 
231 Home Office... ne inns we tis = soe 235 
- BoARD OF AGRICULTURE LEAFLETS.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Ports- 
2331 mouth) ; Answer, Board of Agriculture 235 
sia CuUsTOMS—WATERGUARD ASSISTANT INSPECTORS.—Question, Colonel Sadler 
— (Middlesbrough) ; Answer, Treasury ... ‘ a i. ‘Bao 
wits NAVY—ENGINEER OFFICERS.—Question, Lord Charles Beresford ; Answer, 
— Admiralty a3 ses wha sea yes a ie on .. 236 
INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION EXAMINATIONS, IRELAND.—-Question, Mr. Leeky 
039 (Dublin University) ; Answer, Irish Office “ ee - 236 
SouTH AFRICA—-SETTLEMENT OF SOLDIERS.—Question, Sir Blundell Maple 
(Camberwell, Dulwich) ; Answer, War Office... 2 ee si -«. 289 
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232 CORONATION—POSITION OF PROVINCIAL VOLUNTEERS.—-Question, Mr. Lowe 
(Birmingham, Edgbaston) ; Answer, War Oftice a 237 
yO.) ; .. “ — 
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239 Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee); Answer, The Financial Secretary to 
the War Oftice (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) ... os ... 338 
CIVIL SERVICE CLERKSHIPs. —- Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, 
Rustcliffe) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
239 Bristol, W.) ; wee see wee 239 
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METROPOLITAN PoLicE—RENT ALLOWANCE.—Question, Captain Norton (New- 
ington, W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) “ te oe ae os oa - 


FATAL FIRE IN THE City.—Question, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire); Answer, 
Mr. Ritchie ite ' , 


OVERCROWDING ON THE GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY.—Question, Captain Norton ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade — Gerald Balfour, Leeds 
Central) .. 


GLENCAR (KERRY) POLICE.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.); 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. io 


[IRISH DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, — Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SoutH Dustin Unton—TALLAGHT REGISTER.—Question, Mr. Mooney (Dublin 
Co., 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


PRESS MEssSAGES—TELEGRAPHIC DELAYS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


InisH LAND PURCHASE BILL.—Questions, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) and 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... 

CORONATION—PROCESSION OF MEMBERS FROM THE HOUSE TO THE ABBEY. 
Question, Mr. Loder (Brighton) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) 

Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Act (1893) Amendment Bill.—“ To amend 
The Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Act, 1893; and for other purposes re 
lating thereto,” presented by Mr. Channing, under Standing Order 31 ; 
supported by Mr. Lambert ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. — | Bill 230. | 


Food and Drugs Acts Amendment Bill. —“ To amend the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875 to 1899, with respect to the Sale of Butterine,” presented 
by Mr. Hanbury, under Standing Order 31; to be read a second time to- 
morrow and to be printed. { Bill 231.| 


Finance Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JAMES LowTHER (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause | :— 
Question again proposed, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill. 


Sir H. Camphbell-Bonnermen (Stirling Burghs) — ... 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lunn Regis) 
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Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) — ... oa on ve nce 
Mr. A. Bonar Law (Glasgow, Blackfriar. 3) mu ate ne .. 257 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) sian ‘a ini .. 263 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) ... os ae wate a ee aoe ©6264 
Mr. Blake (Longford, S). i * ad -~ pts -. S04 
Mr. Toulmin (Lancashire, Bury) hey ioe me as es <<. 2Ol 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) i — = or és .- 285 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) ... a nae ‘a ... 286 
Mr. David Maclver (Liverpoel, Kirkiaie) .. an i pnd ... 269 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) — .. Be hs we ae >» 294 
Mr, Abel Thomas (Carmarthenshire, EL. - Sa - .. 294 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beak, Bristol, W.) ax SO 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ... : a8 ee w.« 300 
Mr. Robson (South Shields)... ae a me “0 ies ... 303 
Sir M. Hicks BEAcu rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 
Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 282 ; Noes, 188. (Division List No, 212.) 
Question put accordingly, “That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 279 ; Noes, 193. (Division List No. 213.) 
It being after half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again this Evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Finance Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 2 
Mr. Flynn (Cork County, N.) a = si arn ios SAS 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 2, to leave out the words ‘or Ireland.’’ —(J/r, 
Flynn.) 
Question proposed “That the words ‘or Ireland’ stand part of the Clause.” 
Sir, M. Hicks Beach i ase si og ee > San 
‘Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, ro ee 5 wot ; aie. ae 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Weaford, N. ) cs ec er oy iow. SNe 
Col. Lockwood (Essex, Epping)... es pes ae .. 318 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 131 ; Noes, 69. (Division List No. 214.) 


Mr. Channing 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 2, line 3, to leave out the word ‘sixpence,’ and insert 
the word ‘fourpence.’”—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘sixpence’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach ; eas 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) eae 

Mr. M Kenna  pecmalatiiie 

Mr. Broadhurst e . 

Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, M) ; 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, " Eifion) 
Mr. (reorge White (Norfolk, Ny. W.) 

Dir. Channing ‘ 

Mr. T. P. O Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) .. 
Mr. William Abraham (G@lamorganshire, ht hondidut) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) ... 

Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 

Mr. John Dewar (Inverness-shire) ... 

Mr. Groves (Salford) at 

Mr. Joseph A. Pease (BE SSCR, ‘Saffron iW faldes n) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 229 ; Noes, 137. (Division List No. 215.) 
Mr. Lough ... 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 2, line 3, after ‘6d.’ to insert ‘net.’ °—(Vr. Lough.) 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Clause 12 stand part of the 
dill.” 


Agreed to. 

Clause 3 :— 
Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, £.) 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 

Clause agreed to. 


Clause 4 agreed to. 
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Sir M. Hicks Beach : a ee = Sie = ... 348 
Committee report progress ; to sit again tomorrow. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House do now adjourn” 
—(Sir William Walrond)—put and agreed to. 
Adjourned accordingly at ten minutes before Twelve o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, litu JUNE, 1902 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Eastbourne Corporation Bill.—Consideration, as amended, postponed, 
under Order [1st May], till Tomorrow, at the Evening Sitting, by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means se = me am ee .. 349 


West Hampshire Water Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered ; to be 


read the third time. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; Local Government’ Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill: Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill ; London (Poplar) Provisional 
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passed... cee — ‘e sas ae ‘i sad me ... 849 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 

1) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time Tomorrow _... Ba ae wes 349 


Coatbridge Gas Order Confirmation Bill {Lonps}.—Considered (under 
Section 7, Sub-section (2), of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899): to be read the third time upon Friday ... ara as wo. 349 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BrLt.—Petitions against : From Holmesfield; 
Edinburgh ; Kiveton Park; Harrowbridge ; Middleton in Teesdale ; 
Sharrow Vale ; Merthyr Tydvil ; Salisbury ; Clay ton West ; Skelmanthor Pe; 
Middlesbrough ; Owlerton ; and Worsbro’ Bridge ; to lie upon the Table... 350 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILt.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Ynyscynhaiarn ; Leeds; Rothwell (two); and Kirkby-in-Ashfield ; to lie 
upon the Table ... es ovis wis ah ax ae ms . 350 
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MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SISTER BILL.—Petition from Windsor 
and other places, against ; to lie upon the Table 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL.—Petition from Wells, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table , 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BiLt.—Petition from Bradford, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EXPLOSIVEsS.—Copy presented, of Twenty-sixth Annual Report of His Majesty's 
Inspectors of Explosives, being for the year 1901 [hy Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ... pn 


PENAL ServiTubE Acts ConpiTionaAL Licence.—Copy presented, of Licence 
granted to Mary Quinn, a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting her to be at large, on condition that she enter the East End 
Refuge, Finchley [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Board or Epucation.-Copy presented, of (1) Associations constituted under 
the Voluntary Schools Act, 1897 ; (2) Associated Schools and Amounts of 
Aid Grant paid ; (3) Unassociated Schools and amounts of Aid Grant paid, 
1901-2 | by Command}; to lie upon the Table 

SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
5th June, 1902, declaring that James Harris, Royal Laboratory, War Ottice, 
was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate through inadvertence on 
the part of the Head of his Department [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS AcTs, 1894 AND 1896.—Copy presented, of Order, 
dated 6th -lune, 1902, revoking Order of the 23rd April, 1902, defining a 
part of the Port of Harwich as a Foreign Animals Quarantine Station |by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table 


OYSTER AND Musset FisHery ProvistoNAL Orpers BILL.—Copy ordered, 
“of Memorandum, stating the nature of the proposals contained in the 
Provisional Orders ineluded in the Oyster and Mussel Fishery Provisional 
Orders Bill.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
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Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Scottish Office ... 
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FACTORIES AND WorksHops—SANITARY ACCOMMODATION ORDER.—Question, 
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PROCLAMATION OF MILLSTREET RURAL District.—Question, Mr. Sheehan 
(Cork Co., Mid.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham... pa oh os ... 365 


Potice Arp to Bamirrs 1s County RoscommMon.—Questions, Mr. Dillon 


(Mayo, E.), Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.), and Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 
S.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham a ne ay = oe see 306 
Irish County Court JUupGES.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham = 367 


PROSECUTION OF Mr. M‘Hucn, M.P.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh; Answer, Mr. 


Wyndham 367 
LIMERICK-TRALEE Morning Mai Tratx.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy 
(Limerick, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham a ae ae en ... 368 
BUSINESS OF THE Housr.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... a ees ee Ae oo ©6Oe 
Finance Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 6 
Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) ... art) ae | Oe 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 3, line 12, after the word ‘two’ to insert the words 
‘shall be payable only in respect of income derived from Foreign 
investments, and. ”—(Mr. David MacIver.) 
Question proposed “That those words be there inserted.” 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, WV.) in Ce 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, WL., Elland) ... ae os 371 
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Amendment proposed— 


age 


162 “In page 3, line 13, to leave out ‘threepence,’ and insert ‘two- 
pence, and every person whose total income from all sources upon 
which Income Tax is now paid exceeds five thousand pounds shall 
1633 pay an additional tax upon the following scale :— 


‘Incomes over £5,000 up to £10,000, at the rate of one 
halfpenny ; 


363 . 
‘Incomes over £10,000 up to £20,000, at the rate of one 
63 penny.’”—(.Vr. Trevelyan.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘threepence’ stand part of the clause.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach ap a ee os .. 35D 
364 Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) ie Ar = oon cau 378 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis)... ome i — .. 309 
Mr. Sydney Buzton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) at See fe 2 ool 
364 Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Halle) es aS Wee 46 oni 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) a ‘ - ie nes oo w. OOO 
Mr, Bartley (Islington, N.) dos pat Ble is ... 384 
365 Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton ea ee a on ae 385 
Mr. Yourall (Nottinghamshire, W.).. ts ne ss we <- ao 
Sir Robert Reid — Burghs) Jas Ie ae bag a OOH 
Sir M. Hicks Beach aa ae a me ios a0 On 
5366 " 
” Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
307 Mr. Channing (Noi thamptoushire ee ZA eee ee nae ... 389 
Amendment proposed 
367 “In page 3, line 13, after the word ‘threepence,’ to insert the 
words— 
368 *(2) Any individual who, having been assessed or charged to 


income tax, or having paid income tax either by deduction 
or otherwise, claims and proves in manner prescribed by 
369 ‘ the Income Tax Acts that his total income from all 
sources, although exceeding two hundred pounds, does 
not exceed eight hundred and seventy-five pounds, shall 
be entitled to relief from income tax equal—- 
If his total income does not exceed five hundred 
pounds to the amount of income tax upon two hundred 
pounds ; and 
‘(b) Lf his total income exceeds five hundred pounds and does 
not exceed six hundred and twenty-five pounds, to the 
amount of the income tax upon one hundred and eighty 


— 
yaa 
~ 


' pounds ; and 
‘(c) lf his total income exceeds six hundred and twenty-five 
370 pounds and does not exceed seven hundred and _ fifty 


pounds, to the amount of the income tax upon one hundred 
and fifty pounds ; and 
‘(d) If his total income exceeds seven hundred and _ fifty 
pounds and does not exceed eight hundred and seventy- 
five pounds, to the amount of income tax upon eighty- 
seven pounds ; 
‘and such relief shall be given either by reduction of the 
assessment or by repayment of the excess which has been 
paid, or by hoth of those means, as the case may require.’ ”— 
371 (Vr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
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Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Mr. Channing 
Mr. Sydney Buxton... 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Mr. Dillon... 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) ... 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 13, at end, to add the words ‘in Great Britain, 
but in Ireland the said Income Tax shall be charged at the rate of one 


shilling.’ ”—(Mr. Flynn.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Sir 


M. Hicks Beach 


Flynn 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. 


James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 


Louah ( Islington, W.) 





Clause 6 and remaining Clauses agreed to. 
Mr, Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, WR, Barnsley) ... 
New Clause— 
“On and after the Ist day of August, 1902, 1d. shall be sub- 


stituted for 1s. as the duty on coal under Section 3 of the Finance Act, 
1901 "—(Ur. Joseph Walton)—brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made 
time.” 


and Question proposed, “That the Clause be read a second 


Sir MM. Hicks Bi ach 

Vy. Markham ( Nottinghamshire, Me vsfield) 

Mr, Fenwick (Northamberland, Wansbeck) 

Sir Edward Gn y (Northumberland, Berwick) 

Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) ; 
Mr. William Abraham (G ne Ehondda) 
Mr. Laimbt foi (Durham, s. E. ) +: 
Mr. Charles Wilson (Hull, W. ) 

Sir Thomas Wrightson (St. Paneras, E. ) 

Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) ir 

Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, Barnard Castle) 

Mr. David MaclIver , ‘ aie 

Sir M. Hicks Beach 

Mr. Pickard (Yorkshire, W R. a Normanton) 


Question put 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 147; Noes, 249. (Division List, No. 216.) 
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Mr. Channing peer sas : a kee ee ee we. ©6423 


New Clause (Amendment of Section 2 of the Finance Act, 1901)- 
(Mr. Channing)—brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Clause be read a second 


time.” 
Sir M. Licks Beach ee s Res ae ee ... 425 
It being half-past seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his report to the House. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Finance Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Question again proposed, “ That the Clause (Amendment of Section 2 
of the Finance Act, 1901) be read a second time.” 
Mr. Ke urley (Li ronport) ‘ — mere ee ve 127 
Sir M. ITicks Beach ee bs a ae mee 
Mr. James Reid (Greenoch ) A Py ie TEEN $29 
Mr. David Maclver = =e, J eats eS F ne {29 
Mr. Flynn ‘ nee Sad - due pes a mie $30 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 92; Noes, 118. (Division List No, 217.) 
Mr. Charles Me Arthur (Liverpool, Erchange) ee ixind ‘ . 433 
New Clause— 
“Section 10 of the Finance Act, 1901, applies, although the goods 
have undergone a process of manufacture or preparation, or have become 
a part or ingredient of other goods.” —(Mvr. Charles Me Arthur.) 
Brought wp and read a first time. 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach a or as bs oe a we 433 


Question put and agreed to. 
Clause added. 


Mr. Haldane ae eR ef ae = ici — . 430 
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New Clause— 


“The provision of Section 62 of the Stamp Act, 1891, limiting to 
10s. the duty on conveyances or transfers made for effectuating the 
appointment of a new trustee, shall apply to any deed for effectuating 
the retirement of a trustee under Section 11 of the Trustee Act, 1893, 
although no new trustee is appointed.” —(.V/r. Haldane.) 





Brought up and read a first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed “That the Clause be read a 
second time.” 


Question put and agreed to. 
Clause added. 

Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) ... aie cs — abe a> 434 
New Clause- 


(1) “ Where, in the case of any art or manufacture carried on by 
any person in which the use of spirits is required, it shall be proved to 
the satisfaction of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue that the use 
of methylated spirits is unsuitable or detrimental, they may, if they 
think fit, authorise that person to receive spirits without payment of 
duty, for use in the art or manufacture, upon giving security to their 
satisfaction that he will use the spirits in the art or manufacture and 
for no other purpose, and the spirits so used shall be exempt from 
duty. 


(2) “ The authority shall only be granted subject to a compliance 
with such regulations as the Commissioners may require the applicant 
to observe for the security of the revenue, and upon condition that he 
will, to the satisfaction of the Commissioners, if so required by them, 
render the spirits unpotable before and during use, and will, from time 
to time, pay any expenses that may be incurred in placing an officer in 
charge of his premises. 


(3) © Lf any person so authorised shall not comply with any regu- 
lation which he is required to observe, he shall, in addition to any 
other fine or liability, incur a fine of £50.”—(Vr. Haldane.) 


3rought up and read a first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Clause be read a second 


time.” 

Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) pa ges tes ary hie ... 438 
Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) is oe ed at .. 440 
Col. Sadler (Middlesbrough) a a a ie roe ... 440 
Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Launceston) an ge oe Pe ... 44] 
Sir M. Hicks Beach te oer se “ ‘i a -.. 443 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne)... “re ee ror oak .. «6444 
Mr. T. I’. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) eee eee aren ame ore 446 
Mr. Norman (IV olverhampton, S.)... a a = “ss inn 
Mr. Moulton Pus ake wes ne aed sis a ws —SR 
Mr. Haldane ts my ee des ald ee bd wo» 448 


bw 


Question put and agreed to. 
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Clause read a second time. 


Mr. M‘Kenna 


Amendment proposed— 


he will, to the satisfaction of 


M‘Kenna. 


the proposed new Clause.” 
Mr. Haidune 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause added. 


Schedule 1 :— 


Mr, Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 5, to 
Herbert Lewis.) 


Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Mr. Sydney Buxton 
Mr. M‘Kenna 


Mr. Norraan 


Question put. 


Mr. Channing 


Amendment proposed— 


Channing. ) 


Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Page 
On the Question, ‘‘ That the Clause be added to the Bill.” 
$48 
New Clause, line 11, to omit the words “and upon condition that 
the Commissioners, if so required by 
them, render the spirits unpotable before and during use.”—(J/r. 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to he left out stand part of 
149 
150 
leave out the word ‘ wheat.’ ”—(Mr. 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ wheat’ stand part of the schedule.” 
$52 
152 
3 
53 
The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 200 : Noes, 122. (Division List No. 218.) 
157 
“In page 5, line 6, to leave out the word ‘barley.’ ”—(Mr. 
Question put, “That the word ‘harley * stand part of the schedule.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 210; Noes, 118. (Division List No. 219.) 
Sir H, Camphell-Bannermau (Stirling Burghs) 163 
163 
164 


Vr. John Redmond (II ‘uterfurd) 
Mr. Lough ee . a 


HO4 
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Amendment proposed— 

* Tn page 5, line 7, to leave out the word ‘oats.’ ”"—(Mr. Channing.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘oats’ stand part of the schedule.” 

Sir M. Hicks Beach ie ee x Ae =< = -. 465 

Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 199 ; Noes, 114. (Division List No. 220.) 
Mr. Flynn moved to omit “maize” from the schedule. 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 5, line 9, to leave out the word ‘ maize.’ ”—(M/r. Flynn.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ maize’ stand part of the schedule.” 
Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, l2rn JUNE, 1902. 


Sat First.—The Earl Temple sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
father ‘ 409 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Central and Midland Railways (South Yorkshire Railways) Bill ; 
Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill;  Ystradfellte Water Bill [4.1.]- 
(Petition for Additional Provision).—Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Ccom- 
mittee on Tuesday next ae o oF “i i pe ... 469 


Richmond Hill (Preservation of View) Bill; Hudderstield Corporation 
Bill: Halifax Corporation Bill—Reports from His Majesty’s Attorney- 
General received, and Ordered to lie on the Table... sk =e ... 469 


Swindon United Gas Bill [11.1.]; Newcastle and Gateshead Water Bill [H.1.); 
Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukinfield Corporations (Alma Bridge, &c.) Bill 
[H.L. |.—Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to ... ... 469 


Barrow Hematite Steel Company, Limited, Bill [i.1.|.—Committed ... 469 


South Wales Electrical Poweristribution Bill.— Report from the Select 
Committee that the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration 
of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table ; the orders made on the 12th of May and 
Thursday last discharged ; and Bill committed is ‘ai et ... 469 


Salford Corporation Bill.—Report from the Select Committee that the Com- 
mittee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
the orders made on the 13th of May and Thursday last discharged ; and 


Bill committed ... 469 
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Piccadiliy, City, and North-East London Railway Bill [n.L.].—The 
King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments 


London United Electric Railways Bill [H.L.]|.—The King’s consent 


signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1) Bill |1.1.. 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 3) Bill [Hw 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) Bill.— 
Repor ted from the Select Committee, with Amendments a “ 


> 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill ian L.].— 


Reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 


North-West London Railway Bill ~ L. Ke ~-Reported from the Select Com- 


mittee, with Amendments 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway _ dun pe from the 


Select Committee, with Amendments 


Barry Railway Bill [4.1 I Bedford Corporation Water Bill.—Reported, 


with Amenuments 


Dublin, Wicklow, and | eee beamnianed _. eed without 


Amendment 


Great Northern Railway (No. 1) Bill.—The King’s consent signified ; and 


3ill reported, with Amendments 


Norwich Corporation (Electricity, etc.) Bill; Leamington Corporation 
Bill; Croydon and District Electric Tramways Bill; Richmond Hill 
(Preservation of View) Bill.—Read 2*, and committed 


Bournemouth aad and waar Bill.—Read 2*, and committed for Tuesday 
next : , me re st ae a sad 


Preston Corporation Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments; a further 
Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons i 


Cavehill and Whitewell Tramways Bill ; Rathmines and Rathgar Urban 
District Council Bill ; Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [H.1.] ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill 
[H.L.| ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [H.L.] ; Tramways. 
Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.] ; Cleethorpes Improvement Bill ; 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill ;—Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the 
House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills, 
ve. — 

L. Clonbrock, 

L. Hylton, 

L. Seatield (Z. Strathspey), 

L. Crawshaw, 

L. Newton (chairman) ; 

agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed accordingly ; the Committee to 

meet on Tuesday next at Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 

Committee, with leave to the petitioners pray ing to be heard by counsel 

against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 
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Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No.1) Bill [u.L.]; Tramways 
Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 'H.L.] ; Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill | H.L. |.—Committed to a Committee of the Whole House ae 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No.2) Bill [u.1.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No.7) Bill [H.L.] ; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 8) Bill |H.1.].—Committed ; the Committees to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection , ; ie nes ion 


Military Lands Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill: Drainage and Improve- 
ment Of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order bill..-House in Committee 
(according to order): Bills reported without Amendment : S.anding Com- 
mittce negatived ; and Bills to be read 3* ‘Tomorrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill (No. 98): Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill, (No. 99): Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill, (No. 100); Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 10) Bill, (No, 101) ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill, (No. 102) ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No.15) Bill, 
{No. 103) : Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill, 
(No. 104) ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill, 
(No. 105) ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill, 
(No. 106) ; Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill, (No. 107) ; London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill, (No.108) ; 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill, (No. 109); Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill, (No. 110) ; Pilotage Provisional 
Order Bill (No. 111).—Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; to be printed ; 
and referred to the Examiners 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BoarD OF EDUCATION. 


I. Associations constituted under the Voluntary Schools Act, 1897. 
II. Associated Schools and amounts of aid grant paid. 
III. Unassociated Schools and amounts of aid grant paid, 1900-1901 


War In SoutH AFRICA (ARMY EXPENDITURE, 1902-1903).— Statement showing 
approximately, under principal subheads, the sums still required to be 
expended on the Army in South Africa in 1902-1903 


Exp.osives.—Twenty-sixth Annual Report of His Majesty's Inspectors of 
Exnlosives, being their Annual Report for the year 1901 wee 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 2817. France (Bordeaux). 

No. 2818. Africa (Congo). 

No. 2819. (Germany (German East Africa). 
No. 2820. Italy (Genoa). 


Srreer TrRapinGc CHILDREN COMMITTEE (IRELAND)-—Report of the Inter- 
Deparimental Committee on the employment of children during school age, 
especially in street trading in the large centres of population in Ireland. 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minutes, dated 5th June, 1902— 

I. Declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of Inspector of Technical Instruction in the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland, professional or other 
peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acyuired in the public 
service are required. 


II. Declaring that James Harris, Royal Laboratory, War Office, was 
appointed without a Civil Service Certificate through inadvertence on the 
part of the head of his Department ies 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 1896.—Order, dated the 6th of June, 
1902, revoking one of 23rd day of April, 1902, defining a part of the Port 
of Harwich as a Foreign Animals Quarantine Station “ F me 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts, 1853 To 1891 (CoNbITIONAL LICENCE).—Licence 
granted by His Majesty to Mary Quinn, a convict under detention in 
Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter 
the East End Refuge, Finchley, N. 


SUPREME Court OF JUDICATURE AcT (IRELAND), 1877 (RULES).—Order in 
Council, dated 10th June, 1902, giving effect to a Rule of Court. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 
Fee FUND oF THE House oF Lorps.—The Lord Chancellor acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments had laid on the Table the Annual 
Account of the Fee Fund of the House of Lords. The same was ordered 


to lie on the Table, and to be referred to the Select Committee on the 
House of Lords Offices ... 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Amendment Bill [H.L ].—Amendmerts 
reported (according to order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow we 


Wild Birds Protection Acts Amendment Bill [1i.L.|.—Read 3* (according 


to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Pauper Children (Ireland) Bill [1.1.] [Second Reading}.—Order of the day 
tor the Second Reading read. 


Lord Monteagle of Brandon 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2°.”—(Lord Monteagle of Brandon.) 
Lord Clonbrock 
Earl of Mayo 
Earl of Denbigh 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2*, according to order, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House on Tuesday next. 


QJUEEN ANNE'S Bounty Boarp. 


Viscount Cross 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five o'clock, till Tomorrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS; ‘I'uurspay, 12TH JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


ARREST OF Mr. ArtTHUR LyNcH, M.P.—Mr. Speaker acquainted the House 
that he had received a letter relating to the arrest of Mr. Lynch - 


Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Rulings, Mr. Speaker 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Middlesex County Council nantes Bill.—Lords Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to ... ses ne pe 


Abertillery Urban District Council Bill [Lords]; Bradford-on-Avon Gas 
Bill {Lords} ; Swansea Corporation Water Bill {Lords].—Read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments ... Me re ine ou ‘sit 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Read the 
third time, and passed .. ion “i sie ia a.” es 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill. nen with 
Amendments | Provisional Orders confirmed] ; er to lie daogiaain the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill—Keported, with Amendments ; [Provisional Order 
confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow... 


Great Northern Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed a = 


Tiverton Market Bill cma enn without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table si fae ~ san fied ‘as 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to: Gloucestershire 
Electric Power Bill ; Dartford Improvement Bill ; with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain 
* rovisional Orders made by the Board of Edue ation under the Elementary 
Education Acts, 1870 to 1900, to enable the School Boards for Barnes, 
Epping, Fernhurst United District, Liverpool, Manchester, and Swansea 
United District, to put in force the Lands Clauses Acts.” [Education 
Soard Provisional Order Confirmation (Barnes, ete.) Bill [Lords]. | 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade, under The Gas aud Water Works Facilities 
Act, 1870, relating to Bothwell and Uddingston Gas, Cirencester Gas, Garw 
and Ogmore Gas, ‘Rothwell Gas, Skegness “Gas, and Wellingborough Gas.’ 
(Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. | 
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Alsoa Bill, intituled “An Act for empowering the North Stafford- 
shire Tramways Company, Limited, to work their tramways by mechanical 
or electrical power, and for conferring further powers upon that company, 
and the Potteries Electric Traction Company, Limited, with regard to their 
respective tramways; and for other purposes.” [North Staffordshire 
Tramways Bill [Lords]. ] 


Also a Bill, intituled “An Act to authorise the Rossendale Valley 
Tramways Company to extend their tramways ; and for other purposes.” 
[Rossendale Valley Tramways Baill [Lords].] 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to authorise the Urban District Council 
of Whitstable, in the County of Kent, to purchase the undertakings of the 
Whitstable Water Company, Limited, and the Whitstable Gas and Coke 
Company, Limited, and to supply water and gas; to transfer to the Council 
the powers within the District of the Commissioners of Sewers for the 
levels of East Kent; and to make further and better provision for the im- 


provement, health, local government, and finance of the district ; and for 


other purposes.” [Whitstable Improvement Bill [Lords]. } 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer further powers on the 
Consett Water Works Compamy; and for other purposes.” [Consett 
Water Bill {Lords].] _—... me nae ee ied wis we 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc., 
Bill {Lorps}.]—Read the first time. Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills; and to be printed. [Bill 232.] oe 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill |Lorps}.—-Read the first time. 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


(Bill 233.] 


North Staffordshire Tramways Bill {Lorps]; Rossendale Valley Tram- 
ways Bill [Lords]; Whitstabie Improvement Bill | Lords] ; Consett Water 
Bill (Lords]._-Read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 
EpvucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against: From Over 
Haddon, Moira, Piddington, Hinckley, Gayton, Brant Broughton, Llandis- 


silio, Leicester, Bradford (two), and Gawthorpe ; to lie upon the Table 


FRESHWATER FIsH (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table re ihe am 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897—Petition from the City of London, for inquiry 
into the compulsory system of registration; to lie upon the Table 


Lands VALUATION (SCOTLAND) Act (1854) AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition 
from Haddington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table “ * ~ 


LICENSING BiLu.—Petitions in favour from Preston and Great Bookham ; to 
lie upon the Table od i 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BiLt.—Petition trom 
Haddington, in favour, to lie upon the Table iss wien es 
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PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BiLt.—Petition from Lurgan, in favour, to lie upon 
the Table is sas me ie a 


Poor Law Orricers’ SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from 
Stirling, in favour ; to lie upon the Table in 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiguoRS ON SUNDAY BILL.——Petition from Preston, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


ScHooL BoarD ELECTORATE (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Haddington, in 
favour, to lie upon the Table __... ene a ” ai ak. Ri 


TEINDS (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from palate thine in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table ... a = oss ii : sea sii site 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


OckaN Matt Conrracts.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
2nd June ; Sir John Colomb]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 214.] << es a eS hk -— - wf 


SUPERANNUATIONS.-Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 5th June, 
1902, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
ottice of Inspector of Technical Instruction in the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction for Ireland, professional or other peculiar 
qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the public service are required 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table . is 


STREET TRADING CHILDREN COMMITTEE (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Renort 
of the Inter-Departmental Committee on the employment of children during 
school age, especially in street trading in the large centres of population in 
Ireland, together with minutes of Evidence and Appendices [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table mi nae ae ‘a 


SuPREME Court OF JUDICATURE (IRELAND) Act,1877.—Copy presented, of Order 
in Council, dated 10th June, 1902, giving effect to a Rule of Court, under 
the Supreme Court of Judicature (Irel _ Act, 1877 hail Act ms ; to lie upon 
the Table me i ae nes 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2817 to 2820 [by Command]; tv lie 
upon the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (LONDON).—-Further Return relative thereto [ordered 
2nd August, 1894] Mr. Francis Stevenson]; to be printed. [No. 215.] 


PuBLic ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS WARNED.—Copy ordered, “of Quarterly Returns, 
by counties, of the Public Elementary Schools (1) which have been warned 
by the Board of Education under Article 86 of the Code, including schools 
from which the grant has been withheld under that article ; (2) which have 
been warned by the Board of Education that the annual grant will, in future, 
be withheld unless defects in the school premises are remedied; (3) the 
annual grants to which have been suspended for three months or more from 
the date of the receipt by the Board of Education of the inspector’s report 
on account of defects in school premises (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 189, of Session 1901).”—(Sir Francis Powell) 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCU LATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SCOTTISH PAROCHIAL MEDICAL OFFICERS. —e, Mr. Weir ¢Ress_ and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Scotch Office 


SHIPBUILDING PROGRAMME, 1901-2.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Admiralty 


VoLUNTARY SCHOOL ACCOUNTS AUDIT. a Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, 
Board of Education 


SouTH AFRICA—TELEGRAPHIC ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE PEACE.——Question, 
Mr. John Hutton (Yorkshire, Richmond) ; Answer, Post Ottice 


Post OrricE—East CenTRAL Districr OFFICE ACCOMMODATION.——Question, 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Post Office 


CusTOMS OFFICIALS’ SPECIAL GRANT.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down Co.,5.); 
Answer, Treasury 


CUSTOMS STATISTICAL OFFICE—ANNUAL LEAVE.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay ; 
Answer, Treasury 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES’ INVESTMENTS.—Question, Sir Samuel Hoare (Norwich) ; 
Answer, Treasury 


EpiscopaAL REsSIDENCES—RATEABLE VALUE.—Question, Mr. Humphreys-Owen 
(Montgomeryshire) ; Answer, Ecclesiastical Commission _... 530 a 


WorcEsTER EpiscopAL RESIDENCE—-HARTLEBURY CASTLE.—Question, Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen ; Answer, Ecclesiastical Commission 


NAVIGATION LAWs.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield Central) ; Answer, 
Board of Trade “ as 


CORONATION PROCESSIONS—FACILITIES FOR MEMBERS.—Question, Mr. Stuart 
Wortley (Shettield, Hallam); Answer, Office of Works 


DANUBE NAVIGATION COMMISSION— BRITISH REPRESENTATIVE.—Question, Mr. 
Moon (St. Pancras, N.) ; Answer, Foreign Oftice 


INTERNATIONAL SLAVE TRADE BuREAUX. — Question, Mr, Moon; Answer, 
Foreign Oftice 


PERSIAN GULF—KARUN STEAMSHIP SuBSIDY.—Question, Mr. Moon; Answer, 
Foreign Ottice 


BriTisH GUIANA AND BraziL ARBITRATION. — Question, Mr. Moon ; Answer, 
Foreign Office 


ESTIMATES FOR UNFORESEEN MISSIONS AND SERVICES.—Question, Mr. Moon ; 
Answer, Foreign Office 


InisH EVENING ScHOOL TEACHERS — ARREARS OF Pay. — Question, Mr. 
MacVeagh ; Answer, Irish Oftice 


ARMY CLOTHING DEPARTMENT EMPLOYEES.— Question, Capt. Norton (Newing- 
ton, W.) ; Answer, War Office shew dia a sa 
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ORANGE River CoLONY—COoMPENSATION TO Mr. P. CrAuse.—Question, Mr. 
Moon ; Answer, Colonia] Office es ae met me ; 


West AFRICAN DELIMITATION COMMISSION.—Question, Mr. Moon; Answer, 
Colonial Office ... i : 


PuysicAL TRAINING IN ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. — Question, Mr. Priestly 
(Grantham) ; Answer, Board of Education 


BANK OF ENGLAND PoWeRS OF ATTORNEY. Question, Mr. Boulnois 
(Marylebone, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Attorney General ... 


INJURED ANIMALS ACT, 1894.—Question, Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) ; 
Answer, Home Office a a 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SoutH ArricA—CapeE CONSTITUTION.—Question, Mr. Markham (Nottingham- 
shire, Mansfield); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


CiviL ADMINISTRATION IN CAPE CoLony.—Question, Mr. Markham ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain 


GOVERNMENT LAND PURCHASES IN THE NEW COLONIES. — Question, Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E ); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


GENERAL INQUIRY INTO THE WAR.—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean), Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.), Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Cost oF THE WAR.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) : Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, Sir M. Hicks-Beach, (Bristol, W.) 


CoRONATION—-REPRESENTATIVE RESERVISTS FROM THE SEAT oF WaAR.— 
Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CoMMANDER IN CHIEF—SuprosEpD ALLOWANCES.—Question, Lord Charles 
Beresford (Woolwich) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick gies on ete saa 


RHODESIA—THREATENED NATIVE RISING IN 1900-—-CHARTERED COMPANY AND 
IMPERIAL GOVERNMENT.—Question, Mr. Markham ; Answer, » Brodrick 


Computsory LABOUR IN RHODESIA.—Questions, Mr. Markham ; Answers, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain ... ‘ ai 


CoRONATION NAVAL REVIEW—FACILITIES FOR COLONIAL AND INDIAN TROOPS. 
—Question, Lord Charles Beresford ; Answer, The Secretary to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.)... 


First Sea Lorp oF THE AdMIRALTY.—Question, Lor: Charles Peresford ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


ARMENIAN DiIstTURBANCES—CLAIMS OF BRITISH SUBJECTS.—Question, Mr. 
Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


Page 


496 


496 


496 


497 


497 


497 


498 


498 


500 


503 











age 


£96 


196 


196 


197 


197 


97 


198 


199 


00 


900 


03 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 12.] 


PRESERVATION OF Bic GAME IN AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Seton-Karr (St. 
Helens) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ... aan a ie ni oom 


VACCINATION EXEMPTION CERTIFICATES.—Question, Mr. Chas. Spencer 
(Northamptonshire, Mid.) ; Answer, the —’ of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) . sa ive ms ee we 


FATAL Fire IN THE Crry.—Questions, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire), and Mr. 
James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answers, Mr. Ritchie - 


INFLAMMABLE PAINTS.—Question, Mr. Tennant ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie... ia 


FIFESHIRE CoAL INpUSTRY—Question, Mr. John Hope (Fife, W )5 Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie ... aa cad i ‘ <a sem oe 5a 


Post OFFICE SUPERVISING OFFICIALS.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, 
W.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E:) te - 


QUESTION RuLES—Cost or NEW ARRANGEMENT.—\Question, Mr. Whitley ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


POLICE ON Assoc [ATED EsTATEs IN IRELAND.-—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell 
(Tyrone, S.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) 


Fai Rent TriALs.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LAND PURCHASE APPLICATIONS,-Question, Mr. T. W. Russell; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


Lanp JupGes’ Court.—Questions, Mr. T. W. Russell ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


KILLEEVEN NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham a 


IntSH RESIDENT MAGISTRATES..—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... ; vs 


ANNAGHMORE Riot TRIALS.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


APPEALS UNDER THE LABOURERS’ (IRELAND) ACT.—Questions, Mr. Sheehan 
(Cork Co., Mid.) and Mr. Thomas O’Donnell; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


RUTLAND STREET, LimERICK, Post Orrice.-—-Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Epvucation Bitt.—Questions, Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.), Mr. Mans- 
field, Mr. Goddard (Ipswich), Sir Thomas Roe (Derby), Mr. Levy (Leices- 
tershire, Harborough), and Mr. Humphreys-Ow en (Montgomery Boroughs) ; 
Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury an A. J. ‘Balfour, Manches- 
ter, E.) bia ; é i =A 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. Sesationins Sir H. Campbell Bannerman ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour je - 


MESSAGE TO THE LorpDS—-STEAMSHIP SuBsIpIES.—Ordered, That a Message be 
sent to the Lords requesting that their Lordships will be pleased to give 
leave to the Lord Brassey to attend to be examined as a Witness before ' the 
Select Committee on Steamship Subsidies.—(Mr. Evelyn Cecil) 
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Supp_y [11TH ALLoTTep Day]. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


|Mr. Henry Hosnovse (Somersetshire, E.): In the Chair. | 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES, 1902-3.—CLaAss IV. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 


£86,580, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Char ge which willcome in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the Salaries and other 
Expenses of the British Museum, and of the Natural History Museum, 
including certain Grants in Aid.” 

Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item A (Salaries and Wages) 


be reduced by £100."—(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) 


The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcester. shire, E.) nie 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Dy, Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W. ) er 

Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... 

Lord Baleurres (Lancashire, Chorley) 

Mr. Thomas 0 Donnell (Kerry, W.) 

Mr. Power (Wate ‘rford, E.) 

Mr, Saniuel Young (Cavan, E.) 

Sir Thomus Esmonde 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Br intel, E. ' 

Mr. Gibson ~ les (Lynn Regis)... 

Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, [ceston) 

Mr. O'Neil! (Antrim, N.) . 

Mr. Lloyd (reorge pe a Boroughs) 

Mr. T. WW. Russell (Tyrone, S.) 

Mr. Dillon ( Muyo, BY 

Mr. Wiiliam Redmond (¢ are, E.) 

Mr, Austen Chamberlain 


Question put. 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 155; Noes, 215. (Division List No. 221.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor j 

Mr. Soures (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain we 

Sir Walter Foster 

Lord Balearres ae 

Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 

Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) 

Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, ‘Mansjielil 
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Mr. Gibson Bowles ... 

Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Cambor ne) 
Mr. Bartley ‘ 

Mr. Schwann (Manchester, XN. = 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain i 
Mr, Coghill (Stoke-on-Trent) 

Sir John Leng ne 


S 


Question put, and agreed to. 
{Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) took the Chair. ] 
2. £7,000, to complete the sum for National Gallery. 


Dr. Furquharson ' 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Vote agreed to. 

3. £2,541, to complete the sum for National Portrait Gallery. 
Mr. Charles Spencer (Northamptonshire, Mid) 

Vote agreed to. 

4. £2,816, to complete the sum for Wallace Collection. 


Mr. Whitley (Halifa.r) 
Mr. Gibson Bow le S 20 ° coe 
Sir John Stirling Masiell (G asgow C ‘ollege) 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That a sum, not exceeding £5,421,862, 
he granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the salaries and expenses 
of the Board of Education, and of the various Establishments con- 
nected therewith, ineluding sundry grants-in-aid.” 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


5. £37,396, to complete the sum for Scientific Investigation, ete,, United 
Kingdom. 


Sir Alhert Rollit eae S.) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles ... 

M.. Cathcart Wason ; ‘oni dis 

Mr. Layland-Barratt ( Devonshire, en 

Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 
The President of the Board of Trade fe (Mr Gualt Balfow, Leeds, Central 
Mr. William Redmond : : ; . 

Mr, Guest (Plymouth) 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £78,706, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
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the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for Grants-in Aid of the 
Expenses of certain Universities and Colleges in Great Britain, and of 
the Expenses under The Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 1889.” 

Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) ... we oe wai .» 563 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Menday next ; Committee also report pro- 
gress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Eastbourne Corporation Bill (By orprr).—As Amended, considered. 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) ... ~— es es cee ..« 565 
Amendment proposed. 
“To leave out Clause 9.”—(Mr. Speur.) 


Question proposed, “That Clause 9 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Hogg (Sussex, Eastbourne) a aii oa was vee a. Bes 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ... wie re ie vr . 567 
Mr. J. W. Wilson, (Worcestershire, N.) ... its wis vis re! 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) ... 568 


The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, YVork- 


shire, N.R., Thirsk)... See oon ae as on . 568 
Mr. Luke White (Yorkshire, ER., Buckrose) eed sat = .. ©6569 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) ats ae as wo. Oe 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 150 ; Noes, 38. (Division List No. 222.) 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Suppty [l]l?tH ALLoTTep Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 
{ Mr. Jeffreys (Hamps’ ire, N.) in the Chair. | 
CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTIMATES, 1902-3.— Class III. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘*That a sum, not exceeding 
£340,929, be granted to His Majesty to complete the sum necessary to 
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defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the expenses of the 
prisons in England, Wales, and the Colonies.” 


Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, Horton) 571 
Motion made, and Question proposed, * ‘That a sum not exceeding £340,829, 
he granted for the said service.” —( Mr. Claude Hay.) 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) .. 575 
Mr. John Hutton (Yorkshire, Richmond) « 576 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) vis 577 
Mr. Whitley (Halifa.’) 578 
Mr. Spear 578 
The Secretary of State enti the Home ¢ Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croy myn) 579 
Mr. Hay ... ; > OeS 
Mr. Dillon ... ‘ ore ice ane ne ... 083 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire Mid) .. ae ae .. 584 
Mr. Courte me Worner (Stafiorshire, Lichfield) was a ... 585 
Mr. Ritchie.. : oe be ae .. 586 
Mr. Hay ... aaa zits he a ee iis ee ..» 586 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ... ig 3a _ es een ... 586 
Question put, and agreed to. 
2. £120,908, to complete the sum for Reformatory and Industrial Schools, 
Great Britain. 
Mr. Runciman ( Dewshury) i oe is Kets a sc. O88 
Mr. Ritchie ... oe vs ve ich ie ise oe .. 588 
Mr. Goddard eee ves eee eee eee eee eee ss Re 
Mr. Courtenoy Warner _ ... = es wan ... 990 
Sir John Dorington (Goucester shire, Tewkesbury) — i ne ... 590 
Mr, Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) pe ee sus ve sas, SOE 
Mr. Parker Smith ... nae a9 ssa — a ne -«. 892 
Vr. Caldwell ae Pe = ea are oe ©6599 
Mr. Plummer (Neweastle-on- 2-Tyne) .. ae ie ve ey ... 594 
Mr. Runciman... ve ~ ns ade sch ie .. 594 
Vote agreed to. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That a sum, not exceeding £22,635, 
he granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to ‘defray the 
charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the Maintenance of Criminal 
Lunaties in the Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum,” 
Mr. Caldwell er = es ae des ee Pr aa DOO 


It being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee also Report 
Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


House adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 13TH JUNE, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have heen 
complied with :- 


City and Brixton Railway. 

London County Council (Money). 

London County Council (Subways and Tramways). 
London County Councils (Tramways and Improvements). 


Also the Certificate that no Standing Orders are applicable to the following 
Bill :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5). 


Also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2). 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6). 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 


Classes). 


And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have not been complied with :— 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table 

‘London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Biil. —Examiner’s Certificate of 
non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders 


Committee on Tuesday next 


Felixstowe and Walton Improvement Bill [H.L.|.—The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 


Clay Cross manney Bill.— me ted from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments a at ma ea os oh vi a 


‘City of London (Spitalfields sanamnins Bill. ype from the Select Com- 


mittee, with Amendments 


Broadstairs Gas Bill. viele from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments ve nee nee se bis sa 


‘Great Western Railway (Crumlin Viaduct) Bill.—Report from the Select 
Committee, That it is not expedient to proceed further with the Bill 


Huddersfield Corporation Bill ; City of London anit Bill ; Halifax Cor- 


poration Bill.—Read 2", and committed 


‘Metropolitan District Railway Bill. eal 2", and committed; the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committce of Selection ies oun 
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Abercarn Urban District Gas Bill; Furness Railway (Steam V Aasaae Bill.— 
Read 3*, and passed on ae a4 


Nottingham pene = we L. |. —Read 3", and iat and sent to the 
Commons ; ; ae inn re 


Scarborough Tramways Bill.—Kead 3°, with the Amendments; further 
Amendments made; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons oa 


Finchley Urban District Council Bill; Manchester Corporation (General 
Powers) Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; and referred to the 
Examiners , 


Coatbridge Gas outer eaten | = -Returned from the Commons, 
agreed to sig oa oe aa a 


Middlesex County Council Tramways Bill.—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to a A os ica Bs 


Swansea Corporation Water Bill [H.1.|.—Returned from the Commons, 
agreed to, with Amendments ... ore we di ae de oe 


Abertillery Urban District Council Bill [1.L.] ; Bradford-on-Avon Gas Bill 
[H.L. }. Returned from the Commons, agreed to, with Amendments. The 
said Amendments considered, and agreed tO «.. 


Military Lands Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill ; Drainage and Improvement 
of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill. —Read 3* (aceording to en 
and passed : 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill, (No. 112); Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill (No. i] 3). —Brought from the Commons; read 1": to he 
printed, and referred to the Examiners em Se aie oO we 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoMMERCIAL No. 2. (1902), SuEZ CanaL.—Returns of Shipping and ew 
1899, 1900, and 1901 (in continuation vad “Commercial, No. 2, 1901 


IrisH LAND CoMMIssION (JUDICIAL RENTs). — Return for the month of 
November, 1901. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... ai eer 


CourT oF Session (Scotland).—Act of Sederunt anent lodging of productions 
for proofs in the Court of Session Se ; sae ee ~ 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 7th June, 1902, granting a retired 
allowance to Mr. Robert Frederick Greenwood, telegraphist, Central Tele- 
graph Office, London, under Section 2 of the Superannuation Act, 1887 
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ArkLow Harsour.—Report of the Arklow Harbour Commissioners, and State- 


ment of Accounts for 1901. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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British Museum Bill [H.L.].—House in Committee (according to order) ; Bill 
reported without Amendment; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee ve ‘ 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Amendment Bill (14) —Read 3*, (according 
to Order): An Amendment (Privilege) made ; Bill passed and sent to the 
Commons ta ma ; _ ‘ ei ~e 


ELEMENTARY DAY SCHOOLS. 


Lord Norton 
The Lord President of the Council (The Duke of Devonshire) 


TRAINING OF ELEMENTARY TEACHERS ABROAD. 
Lord Norton 


Moved, for a Return of the number of students of each sex who have been 
sent abroad from Training Colleges for a third year’s training under 
the 120th Article of the Code, which permits such additional training 
to be taken either at the Training Colleges or elsewhere ; and of how 
many of each sex have been sent to France to reside in colleges, and how 
many otherwise lodged.—(Lord Norton.) 


The Duke of Devonshire 
Lord Norton 
Earl Spencer 


On Question, Motion, as amended, agreed to. 


House adjourned at Five o'clock, to Monday next, a quarter before 
Eleven o’clock. 





' HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 13rH JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

ProvistONAL ORDER BILts [Lords] (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).— 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, originating 

in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing 

Orders are applicable, viz.— 

Paisley Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next 


Finchley Urban District cane Bill.—Kead the third time, and iain 
[New Title. ] ; st ‘ai 


Manchester Superetten Gueee setiteae Bill.— Read the third time, and 
passed vr ne 1 a 


Renfrew Harbour Bill [Lords}.—Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment sn on ve oli “ ws - dis 
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Lancashire County (Lunatic Asylums) Bill ‘amend —As amended, con- 


sidered ; to be read the third time 


Coatbridge Gas Order Guawnatienn Bill ean, —Read the third time, and 
passed, without Amendment aay : ; 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order Housing of Working 
Classes (No. 2) Bill. As Amended, considered ; read the third time, and 
passed : re ‘fea i aa sess aime = 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill.—<As amended, con- 
sidered ; read the third, and passed we es ae cog ae 


Railway Bills (Group 9).—Ordered, That Mr, Charles Tuff and Mr. Arthur 
Woodhams do attend the Committee on Group 9 of Railway Bills on 
Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock 


Bristol Water Bill [Lorns}.—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed “oF - sa asa oes 


MessAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to Preston Corporation 
Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to—Swindon United Gas Bill [Lords], Newcastle and 
Gateshead Water Bill {Lords}, Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukinfield Cor- 
porations (Alma Bridge, ete.) Bill | Lords], without Amendment, 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to amend the Wild 
Birds Protection Acts.” [Wild Birds Protection Acts Amendment Bill 
(Lords). |... és ae 


Rickmansworth Gas Bill | Lorps|.— nes, * with Amendments ; inet to 
lie upon the Table, and ~ be printed - is 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments | Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next ... 
PETITIONS. 


BurRGH PoLicE AND PUBLIC HEALTH (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Fife, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table se od a ey sae 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against : From Bradford ; 
Stockton-on-Tees ; Loughborough ; Swanton Abbott ; Scissett ; Rotherham 
(two) ; Low Moor ; Shipley; Wibsey ; Queensbury ; Mountain Ash ; 
Glossop ; Bristol ; Piddington ; Leeds ; Leicester (two); and Sutton in 
Craven ; to lie upon the Table... sa bes , 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) Bri_t.—Petitions for alteration : From 


Wakefield (seven) ; and Ogmore ; to lie upon the Table 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BiLt.—Petition from Aston 
Manor, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ove a am 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S SISTER BILL. — Petition from Bed 
dington, against ; to lie upon the Table 


VOL. CIX [FouRTH SERIEs. | e 
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Po.ice Reservists’ Bitt.—Petition from Fife, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table 


Pusiic HeaLtH Acts AMENDMENT BILL,—Petition from Bacup, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


IntsH LAND Commission (JUDICIAL RENTS).—Copy presented, of Return of 
Judicial Rents fixed during the month of November, 1901 [by Comm: tte da 
to lie upon the Table .. 


COURT OF SESSION (SCOTLAND) Act, 1868.—Copy prese snted, of Act of Sede = 
anent lodging of productions for proofs in the Court of Session [hy Act] ; 
lie upon the Table ses ne ies 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887.—-Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 7th 
June, 1902, granted to Mr. Robert Frederick Greenwood, telegraphist, 
Central Telegraph Office, London, a retired allowance under the Act [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


ARKLOW HaArsour.—-Copy presented, of Report of the Arklow Harbour 
Commissioners and Statement of Accounts for 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table be 


OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY PROVISIONAL ORDERS BiLL.—Return presented, 
relative thereto {ordered 11th June ; Wr. Gerald Balfour ; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 216.]... , sa ies ‘ike ays 

SreRRA LeEONE.—Copy presented, of Reports by Governor Sir Charles King- 


Harman, K.C.M.G., cn his visits to the Protectorate [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PROPOSED OFFICIAL SHORTHAND WRITER IN THE HiGH Courr.—Question, 
Mr. Marshall Hall (Lancashire, Southport); Answer, Mr. Attorney General 


Scottish CONGESTED Districts BoARD— WAGES oF RoAp LABOURERS. 


Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland); Answer, Scottish 
Oftice ~~ ae es ne os 


Patriotic FUND COMMIssSION—-SALE OF LAND AT WANDSWORTH.-~—Question, 
Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth); Answer, War Office 


Customs Seconp Ciass EXAMINING OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh 
(Down, 8.) ; Answer, Treasury 


LONDON ELECTIONS BILL—-ErrEcT ON WANDSWORTH BoroUGH.—Question, Mr. 
Kimber ; Answer, Local Government Board ... 


Down (MONAGHAN) VILLAGE PUMP.— Question, Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) ; 
Answer, Irish Ofiice 


Midwives Bill.—Order for Third Reading, read. 


Mr. Heywood Johustone (Susser, Horsham) 
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June 13. | Page 
Verbal Amendments made. 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” —(Mr. Heywood Johnstone.) 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge)... Be eas a5 «is O22 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) cae Re a oe .» eb6 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) — ies aa si rhe .- O86 
Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.)— ... ue ee = oe inn ne 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) ... ae cee ro isa OES 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ... ae _ : son ee 
Mr. Banbur y (Camberwell, Peckham) ae = te ian Oe 
Mr. T. P. O Connor a Tea eouriniadie a ss ay ... 625 
Mr. Cohen Islington, E.) . de me ane oe wos =e 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) an “ ef a so (Oow 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, ae 631 
The Under Secretary of State for the San Department 2 Ur. Jesse ( ‘ollangs, 
Birmingham, Lordesley) Hes Ss ‘ A: We <0 ©6‘ae 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone... om ae bah =~ iat ... 634 
Mr. Tomlinson (Preston)... aa eee ran a vo 2 ‘SoD 
Lord Hugh Ceci! (Greenwich) 635 
The Secretary of State for the Hone Departme nt ( ‘Mr. Rite hie, C' roydon) . 636 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Shop Clubs Bill. —(As amended by the Standing Committee), Considered. 
Clause 1 :— 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) - as si ~ ae we 636 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 5, to leave out Clause 1.”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 
Question proposed, ‘ That the words from the word ‘it,’ in line 5, to the 
word ‘or,’ in line &, both inclusive, stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Harry Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Limehouse)... ae ea ... 638 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, — e sa ... 639 
Mr. Galloway (Munchester, SW.) .. Bee ay .. 64] 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) as ms aK 2 .. O41 
Mr. Tomlinson ae - bis 63 : 3 ee 3 O82 
(Juestion put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ar Sit ere ee Ae oe we G6€S 


Amendment proposed— 


‘t In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘or,’ to insert the words ‘any 
society register ed under the Industrial pa Provident Societies Act, 
1893, or. my Mr. Harwood.) 


(Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
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Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) ... i was 2. 643 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) ... oe ree ... 644 
Sir Joseph A. Pease (Durham, Barnard Castle) ... sc jon .. 644 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam)... cor as ee .. 645 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcestershire, N.) 645 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn Clause 1, page 1, line 10, to leave out from the word ‘fund’ 
to the end of the Clause.”—(Mr. J. VW. Wilson.) 
Question proposed, ‘* That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 
Mr, Bartley ‘aes hen neh ee , ... 646 
Mr. Sydney Buxton be sia he hy re ... 646 
Mr. 7. IV. Russell (Tyrone, 5) oe A a pelt Me . 647 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ‘os al a . 647 
Mr. Harry Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Limehouse) ... ey cs ORF 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordsh ire, Lich fic ld). ; P 3 648 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Mn. Jesse Collings ... ue re tei +a ; : 645 
Amendment proposed 
“In Clause 2, page 1, line L&, after ‘ Act’ to insert ‘and certified 
under this Act by a Registrar of Friendly Societies.’”—(J/r. Jesse 
Collings.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) — ... dae am poe so 648 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 2, line 1, after the word ‘member,’ to insert the words 
‘who has contributed for five years or more.’”—(Colonel Denny.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Harry Samuel... = om ” re aes Aa .. =649 
Mr. Renshaw ea oni ae s<is ae sake oe --. 649 
Mr. Sydney Buaton £3 oa én nee se an «os “GBD 
Mr. Bartley ray SA oat me edi ee 5 w. =650 
Mr. Tomlinson ose eee eee eee eee eee eee ow ‘Goa 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment made— 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 2, by inserting after the word ‘shall’ 
the words ‘except in accordance with the provisions of Clause 6.’ ”— 
(Mr. Banbury.) 


Mr. Jesse Collings ... 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 13, to leave out from the word ‘ person,’ to the 
word ‘continues,’ in line 16, inclusive, and insert the words ‘ who 
commits an offence within the meaning of this Act shall be liable on 
summary conviction to a fine not exceeding five pounds, and if the 
offence is continued after conviction to a further fine not exceeding five 
pounds for each week during which the offence is continued. 

‘Provided that where an offence is committed in respect of several 
persons at the same time, the offender shall not be convicted of more 
than one offence.’ ”—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Bartley eee 
Mr, Duke (Plymouth) 
Mr. Stuart Wortley 
Mr. Sydney Buxton 
Mr. Galloway 

Mr. Ritchie 


(Juestion put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 276; Noes, 12. (Division List No,. 223.) 


Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ... 
Mr. Bell (Derby) 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 2, line 17, to leave out Clause 5.”—(Mr. Bell.) 


Question proposed, “That the words of the Clause to the word ‘to,’ in line 
20, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Anstruther (St. Andrew's Burghs) 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) 

Vr. Bartley nasa set 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice... 

Mr. Harry Samuel oy cee 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk Burghs) 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 155; Noes, 142. (Division List No. 224.) 
Other Amendments made. 

Schedule amended, and agreed to, 

Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill.—Bill as amended, 
considered. 
Amendments made. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now read the third 
time,” 
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Mr. Banbury ; 
Mr. T. W. Russell . 
Mr. John Redmond (W aterford 
Mr. Banbur Y 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Cremation Bill {[Lorps|.—Bill as amended (by the Standing Committee) 
further considered. 


Other Amendments made. 
Lord Hugh Cecil 
Amendment proposed 
‘To leave out Clause 16.”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill,” 
put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments. 
Bishopric of Southwark Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr, Coldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


New Forest (Sale of Lands for Public Purposes) Bill.—Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Mr. Fuller, and Mr. Scott Montagu nominated Members of 
the Select Committee on the New Forest (Sale of Lands for Public 
Purposes) Bill. (Sir William Walrond) 


Post Office (Sites) Bill.—Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Captain Jessel, and Mr. 
Luke White nominated Members of the Select Committee on the Post 
Ottice Sites Bill. -(Sir WVilliam Walrond) 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE.—Question, Sir Walter Foster ; Answer, Sir William 
Walrond (Devonshire, Tiverton) 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Six o'clock till Monday 
next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 167TH JUNE, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have heen complied with— 
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Liverpool Corporation. 
The same was ordered tolie on the Table... ae = cae pore 


London Water Bill.—Report from the Joint Committee, That the Bill ought 
to be allowed to proceed: The Proceedings of the Committee and the 
Minutes of Evidence laid upon the Table, and to be delivered out 


Cleethorpes Improvement Bill.—The Chairman of Committees informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders made on 
the 5th instant and Thursday last discharged, and Bill committed .. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 6) Bill [1.1.}—The Chairman 
of Committees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was 
withdrawn. The orders made on the 2nd instant and Thursday last 
discharged, and Bill committed to a Committee of the Whole House 


Bexhill and ‘eeeeieees ‘Same creed Bill.—Read 2", and 


committed 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bil].—Read 3°, and passed 
Birmingham and Midland Tramways Bill [11.1..|.— Read 3*: Amendments 
made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons Ke 


Birkenhead Corporation Bill. Read 3°, with the Amendments, and passed, 
and returned to the Commons... va 


Erdington Tramways Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amendments ; a further 
Amendinent made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons .- 


Eastbourne Corpora ition Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1*; and 
referred to the Examiners a 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill.—PBrought from the 
Commous; read I*; to be printed; and iuaesal to the Examiners. 


CNo. Lis 
Renfrew Harbour Bill {11.1..|—Returned from the Commons, agreed to 


L. |. —Read 2* (ac scordi ing t o ord rr), an ad (pursu: it to 


the Private n Procedure (Scotland) Act 1899), deemed to have 
heen reported from the Committee: Bill to be read 3* tomorrow 


ion and Buckie (Craigenroan) Barbour Crder 
re 


Private and Provisional Order Confirmation Bills.—Ordeved, that Stand- 
ing Orders Nos. 72 and 82 be suspended for the remainder cf the session 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SERRA LEONE. —Reports by Governor Sir Charles King-Harman, K..C.M.G., on 
his visits to the Protectorate 


War IN Soutn Arrica,-- Despatch by General Lord Kitchener, dated sth April 
1902, relative to military operations in South Africa (in continuation of 


[Cd. 970. }. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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County Orricers AND Courts (IRELAND) Act 1877.—Account of receipts and 
} I 
payments under the Act during the year ended 31st March, 1902... 


NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS (IRELAND) PENSION FuNbD.—Annual accounts of 
receipts and payments, tor the year ended 31st December, 1901. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 


Table 
PETITION. 


TAXATION OF LAND VALUES.—Petition in favour of; of Carnarvon Town 
Council ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


BETTING.—Report from the Select Committee (with the proceedings of the 
Committee) made, and to be printed. Minutes of evidence laid upon the 
Table and to be delivered out. (No. 114.) 


STEAMSHIP Stpsipies.— Message from the Commons for leave for the Lord 
Brassey toattend to be examined as a witness before the Select Committee 
of that House 


Cremation Bill | 11.1..|.—Returned from the Commons, agreed to, with Amend- 
ments me ; 


Midwives Bill.-—Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; to be printed, and to 
be read 2" on Friday next.—(The Duke of Northumberland.) (No. 115.) 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill.— Brought trom the 
Commons ; read 1*; to be printed, and to be read 2° on Friday next.—(7he 


Eurl of Mayo.) (No. 116.) 


Shop Clubs Bill.— Brought from the Commons; read 1*; and to he printed. 
(No. 117.) ae - ae ; 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o'clock, till 
Tomorrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 16TH JUNE, 1902. 
The*House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Unoprosep Private Bitts [Lorps] (StaNDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
IxQuireD INTO CompLrep witH).— Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz : 


Bristol Corporation Bill {Lords}. 
Central London Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Consett Water Bill | Lords]. 
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Devonport Corporation (General Powers) Bill [Lords]. 
Devonport Corporation (Water) Bill [Lords], 

Menai Bridge Urban District Council Bill [Lords]. 
North Staffordshire Tramways Bill a 
Rossendale Valley Tramways Bill {Lords}. 
Whitstable Improvement Bill | Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


PRIVATE Bits | Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
Not CoMPLieD WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Dill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz. : 


Weardale and Shildon District Water Bill [Lords}.. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders 


Dartford Improvement Bill; (loucestershire Electric Power Bill —Lord: 
Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Eastbourne Corporation Bill —Read the third time, and passed 


Tiverton Market Bill [1orps|.— Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment ee a Bs ee 


West Hampshire Water Bill | Lorps} (IKING’s Consent SIGNIFIED).—Read 
the third time, and passed, with Amendments ‘a 


Longwood Gas Bill Le OR “ As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time aed , ve a 


Hastings Harbour District Railway ( preewrooay of Time) Bill {Lorps| ; 
Imperial Institute Bill [Lords| ; Leicester Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 
Liverpool] Cathedral Bill [Lords]; Margate Corporation Water Bill | Lords] ; 
Wrexham District Tramways Bill {Lords|.—Read a second time, and 
committed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Biil.—As amended, con- 
sidered ; read the third time and passed = ve 7” 





rps |.—Read a second 


Paisley Gas Provisional Order Cmte Bil 
time, and committed. 





Rusthall Manor Bill {[Lorps].—Keported, with Amendments ; Report to lie 
upon the Table ... ee ss ee 


Railway Bills (Group 9).—Ordered that Mr. Richard Turner Tatham do 
attend t!e Committee on Group 9 of Railway Bills tomorrow, at  half-past 
eleven of the clock 


PRIVATE BustNess.—Mr. Brand, Mr. Flynn, Mr. Hobhouse, Mr. Jeffrevs, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones, Mr. Renshaw, and Mr. Worsley-Taylor nominated Members 
of the Select Committee on Private Business.—(Sir Vi/liam Walrond) 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to: Military Lands 
Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
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(Ireland) Provisional Order Bill; Abercarn Urban District Gas Bill ; Furness 
Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill ; without Amendment ; Scarborough Tram- 
ways Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to: Abertillery Urban District Council Bil! { Lords] ; 
Bradford-on-Avon Gas Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to amend the Lands 
Valuation (Scotland) Acts in regard to the preparation of a Supplementary 
Valuation Roll.” {Lands Valuation (Scotland) Amendment Bill (Lords). | 


And also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to empower the Corporation of 
Nottingham to construct additional tramways, and to make new water- 
works ; and for other purposes.” | Nottingham Corporation Bill (Lords). ] 


Nottingham Corporation Bill | Lorps}.—Read the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bitt.—Petition from Southampton, against ; 
to lie upon the table 


LoNDON Evections Biti.——Petition from Islington, in favour; to lie npon the 
Table 


SouTH Arnica (DEspATCHES).—Copy presented, of Despatch by Lord Kitchener, 
dated sth April, 1902, relative to military operations in South Africa [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


CENSUs oF ENGLAND AND WALES, 1901 (County of Durham) jy Command} ; 
to lie upon the Table 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 1901.—Copy presented, of Census of 
} 


England and Wales, 1901 (County of Essex) | by Coimmand! ; to lie upon 





County Crricers AND Courts (IRELAND) Act, 1877.—Account presented, 


of the Receipts and Payments under the Act during ¢] ended 
the 3ist March, 1902 [by Act]: to lie upon the Table, and to b minted, 
[No. 217.] 

NATIONAL ScHoOoL TEACHERS’ (IRELAND) PENSION FUND.—Annual Accounts 
presented, of Receipts and Payments for the year ended 515° December, 
1901 {by Act]: to he upon the Table 

MERCHANT Sirs As Arwep Crutsers.—Return presented, rel thereto 


[ordered Ist May - Mr. (ohen| to lie upon the ‘T'abie 
ATTENDANCE).—Return presented, relative thereto 
} 


Mr. Cre an]; to lie upon the Table. 


CoasTau anos (Mrpical 
fordered 23rd April ; 
Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House 

Pubic Riecorps (EiicH Court or Cuancery).—Copy of Schedule containing 
a list and particulars of classes of Documents of the High Court of Chancery 
which are now in the Public Record Office, but which are not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their preservation therein [by Act| 
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Lands Valuation (Scotland) Amendment Bill [Lorps].—Read the first 


time ; “ be read asecond time upon Wednesday, and to be printed. 


[Bill 234.] 


~! 
-I 


Finance Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Schedule 1 : 
Amendment again proposed— 


“Tn page 5, line 9, to leave out the word ‘ Maize.’ ”—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Question again proposed, “That the word ‘Maize’ stand part of the 
Schedule.” 


Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) 
Mr. John Campbe 11. 11a gh, B) .. 
Mr. Sydney Burton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) Pe 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W :) 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) wea 
Mr. 1. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) .. 
Sir Henry Fowler (W Tolverhampton, By 
Mr. E uyene Wuason (Clackmannan and Kinvoss) 
Mr, Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) ee fa 
Sir Joseph A. Pease (Durkan. Barnard Castle) 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; 
Mr. 7. P. OConnor (Liverpool, Scotland) ... 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) 
Mr. Bigu old ( Wick Burghs) . hid 
nd William vs ncourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 
r M. Hicks Beach : 
My. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 
Dr. Ambrose | Muyo, IV, -) i 
Mr. Soures (Devonshire, Bai nstapl € ‘ 
Mr. Swift a Neill (Downy re 
Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) .. 


> ie ot’ 
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— 


Mr. CHANCELLOR of the EXCHEQUER rose in his place and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


4Juestion put, ‘* That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 248 ; Noes, 165. (Division List No. 225.) 


Question put accordingly, “That the word ‘Maize’ stand part of the 
Schedule.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 243 ; Noes, 175. (Division List No. 226.) 


Mr. Harold Reckitt (Lincolnshire, Brigg) .. ae és - .-. 759 
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Amendment proposed 





“In page 5, line 15, to leave out the words ‘locust beans.’ ”— 
(Vr. Harold Reel itt.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Schedule.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach sae ‘? oe ; cos =O 
Amendment avreed to. 

Mr. Harold Reckitt... 2 Lae : Ree i | Tee 
Amendment proposed 


“In page 5, line 15, to leave out the words ‘ Rice (other than 
whole and cleaned rice).’ ”—(Mr. Harold Reckitt.) 


{Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Schedule.” 


Sir M. [Hicks Beach fr ; } < saa. ee 


(Juestion put. 


he Committee divided :—Ayes, 250; Noes, 167. (Division List No. 227.) 
Mr. Osinond Williams (Merioncthshire) . a ine F 767 


Amendment proposed 
“Tn page 5, line 16, after the word ‘articles to insert ‘at the rate 
of 1d. the ewt.’” 


(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Alerander Cross (Glasgow, Camlachic) wide we Ane coe ele 
Sir M. Hicks Beach vy ; ; & ... 668 
Mr. Dillon ... ve éxe = = «. #00 
Sir M. Hicks Beach we tae e 770 
Mr, Sydney Burton 5s = ac. ome 
Mr. Flynn ... es ty “; *: . ee: 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The Amendment proposed by the Chancellor of the Exchequer was agreed to. 


Mr. Flynn ... wid xi sat 22 at a. 279 


It being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee Report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Finanee Bill.-- 
Considered in the Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 
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Schedule 1 :— 
Mr. Flynn 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, to leave out ‘the ewt. £0 Os. 3d.’ and insert ‘ the ton 
£0 2s, 6d. "—(Mr. Flynn.) 
(Question proposed, “ That the cwt. £0 Os. 3d. stand part of the Schedule. 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Mr. T. W. Russell .. 
Mr. Leaimy (Kildare, N.) ... ste saa 
Sir 7. Camphell-Bonnerman (Stirling Burghs) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Ki arley (1h vonpoi't) 
Amendment proposed 
“Tn page 5, to leave out ‘5d.,’ and insert ‘ 4d.’”—(Mr. Kearley.) 
Question, proposed “ That ‘5d.’ stand part of the Schedule.’ ” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Mr. Sydney Buaton Ae 
Mr. Hunter Craig (Lanarkshire . (rowan) 
Mr, Bousfleld (Hackney, NV.) ‘ 
Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Launceston) 


Sir M. Hicks Beach... . 
Mr. Robson (South Shields)... 


Question put. 
Committee divided :—Ayes, 216; Noes, 145. (Division List No. 228.) 
Question proposed, “ That Schedule 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Lough ... abi 
Sir MW. Hicks Beach 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Schedule 2 :— 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 7, to leave out from ‘Schedule’ to ‘a’ in line 
8.”—( Ahr. Kearley.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Schedule.” 


Sir WM. Hicks Beach 8 ee pas see oe — 
(Question put, and agreed to. 


Schedule agreed to. 
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Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered tomorrow, and to be printed. 


[ Bill 235. ] 
Ways AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
SURTAX AND ALLOWANCE ON SPIRITS. 
Sir M. Hicks Beach sits ea ee oa si ks > O08 
Resolved, “That on and after the 17th day of June, 1902, the re- 
spective duties of Customs on imported spirits shall be increased by one 
penny. _ ~( Mr. Chi sneellor of “the Bachequer. ) 
INCREASE OF CusToMS DUTIES oN GLUCOSE, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach an sae is = ae oan a tae 
Resolved, “ That on and after the 17th day of June, 1902, the duties 
of Customs on imported glucose imposed by Section 2 of The Finance 
Act, 1901, shall be, as respects solid glucose three shillings and three- 
pence, and as respects liquid glucose two shillings and sixpence.”—(Jr. 


Chance llor of the Evchequer.) 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; Committee to sit again upon 
Wednesday. 


Licensing Bill.—As amended (hy the Standing Committee), considered. 
Mr. T. WW. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ... 5 here oe ee an AO 


New Clause (Application to Ireland) —(Mr. 7. II”. Russell)—brought up, 
and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Clause be read a 
second time.” 


Mr. John Redinond (i ase it as ime a ie - as aes 
Mr. Ritchie wie me aa eas Ses rey | 
Mr. Dillon ... ee eee ne eae ion AO 
Mr. I oe Jehacen m (Belfast S. y oe Ln ‘2 tied os, wee 
Mr. T. W. Russell . ae ae a a . 799 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, 
Sir Barrington Simeon (Southampton)... se oh me we, OO 


New Clause (Police authority regulations)—(Sir Barrington Simeon)— 
brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Ritchie a dns wis a oe le a .. 801 
VOL. CIX. [FouRTH SERIES. | f 
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Question put and negatived. 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, SV.) ... i ae ose eh .. 802 


New Clause (Power of justices to grant costs)—(Mr. Galloway)—brought 
up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Clause be read a second 


time.” 
Mr. Ritchie me er ba le ata ee sch ... 803 
Mr. Groves (Salford, S.) ie oti isa ee bac pi on Oa 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ... ve pe ned ee ie S04 
Mr, Murshall Hall (Lancashire, Southport) ns ne ns «a» OOS 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 103; Noes, 207. (Division List No. 229.) 
Further Proceeding, on consideration, as amended, adjcurned till Tomorrow. 
Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 171tH JUNE, 1902. 

Darcy De KNayTH, MEYNILL, AND FAUCONBERG BARONIES.—Petition of 
Marcia Amelia Mary, Countess of Yarborough, and in her own right 
Baroness Conyers, the wife of Charles Alfred Worsley, Earl of Yarborough, 
and of Violet Ida Evelyn, the wife of George Charles, Earl of Powis, for 
leave to lodge a supplementary case (with an amended and extended 
pedigree in lieu of that already lodged) in support of their claims to the 
said three Baronies ; read, and ordered as prayed... es a ... 809 

Viscount MountTMorkeEs.—Petition of William Geoffrey Bouchard de Mont- 
morency, Viscount Mountmorres, in the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a 
right to vote at the elections of Representative Peers for Ireland ; read, 
and referred to the Lord Chancellor to consider and report thereupon to 
the House ‘is éke we ae ons bs Am sa ... 809 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes). 

London (Poplar) Provisional Order. 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2). 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4). 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2). 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2). 
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Also the Certificates that no Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bills :— 


Tune 17.) 


Land Drainage Provisional Order. 

London Government Scheme (Southwark), 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14). 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 15). 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3). 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1). 

Pilotage Provisional Order. 


And also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bills have been complied with : 


Finchley Urban District Council. 
Manchester Corporation (General Powers). 
Eastbourne Coporation. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table... sag om ‘ita .. 80D 
STANDING OrDERS CoMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the following Bills ought to be dispensed with, 


and the Bills allowed to proceed :— 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway. 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Company. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 
Great Central and Midland Railways (South Yorkshire Railways) Bill, 


ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed, provided that 
Clause 22 be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the petition 
for additional provision in the 


Ystradfellte Water Bill [H.1. 
may, under the circumstances of the case, be dispensed with, and that leave 


should be given to the Petitioners to insert the additional Provision if the 
Committee to whom the Bill may be re-committed shall think fit. 


Read and agreed to __... nee ee ea oa ae as ... S10 
Kent Water Bill—Keported from the Select Committee, with Amendments ... 811 


West Ham Gas Bill.—Reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 811 


Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, etc.) Bill |1.1. |- 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments aa hae io oe ae se - oe 


Newport Corporation Bill. iia from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments... ve bie a ee is ~~ 23 
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Leicestershire and helosianemennes santa nena Bill. ee, with 
Amendments 


Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill. iiitads without Amendment 
City of London (Streets) Bill, now City of London (Public Health) Bill; 


Kent Electric Power Bill; South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill ; 
Barrow Hematite Steel Company, Limited, Bill [H.L.] ; Hastings Tramways 
Bill [u.L.] ; West Ham Corporation Bill; Leamington Corporation Bill.— 
Reported, with Amendments ... i sai eas a 


Swansea Corporation Water = wt. L. = —Commons Amendments considered, 
and agree¢ to : see ave one ons ve eee 


Great Central eines Bill.—-The Chairman of Committees informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn: The order made on 
6th instant discharged, and Bill committed for Tuesday next 


Ystradfellte Water Bill {1.L.]..—Re-committed for Friday next 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [1.1.|.— 
Report from the Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table: The orders made on the 
2nd instant and Thursday last discharged ; and Bill committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House 


London County Council (Money) Bill.—lead 2", and committed 


Felixtowe and Walton Improvement Bill {#.1.|; Barry Railway Bill [ u.1.].— 
Read 3", and passed, and sent to the Commons ; ne ee 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill; Belfast Corporation Bill; Bedford Corporation 
Water Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons 


West Hampshire Water Bill _ L. |. —Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments os oe si ee ne Nas 


Tiverton Market Bill (1.v. |.— Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Dartford Improvement Bill ; Gloucestershire Electric Power Bill.—Returned 
from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to ee at 


Buckie Burgh Extension and Buckie (Craigenroan) Harbour Order 
Confirmation Bill | H.1.|.—Read 3* (according to order), and passed, and 
sent to the Commons a eee +o es cas ae nA 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE Rerorts ; ANNUAL SERIES. 
No, 2821. Germany (Hamburg) ; 
No. 2822. Turkey (Palestine) ; 
No. 2823. France (Pondicherry and Karikal) ... 


Census (ENGLAND AND WALEs, 1901).-—Area, houses, and population, also 
population classified by ages, condition as to marriage, occupations, birth 
places, and infirmities of 

I. County of Durham ; 
II. County of Essex 
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DuBLIN HospirALs.—Forty-fourth Report of the Board of Superintendence, 
with Appendices, for the year 1901-1902. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890.—Orders in Council of 11th June, 1902, 
entitled — 
I. The West African Possessions and Protectorates (Fugitive 
Offenders) Order in Council, 1902 ; and 
II. (Foreign Jurisdiction) Order in Council, 1902 


MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894.—Order in Council of 11th June, 1902, con- 
firming a hyelaw made by the Trinity House, dealing with qualifications of 
candidates for licences in the London and English Channel District 


Pusiic Recorps (HicH Court or CHANCERY).—Schedule containing a list and 
particulars of classes of documents of the High Court of Chancery which 
are now in the Public Record Office, but which are not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their preservation therein ... 


DoGs REGULATION (IRELAND) ACT, 1868.— Accounts of receipts and ee 
under the Act, for the year 1901 ios ie ane : ae 


FINES, ETC. (IRELAND).—Abstract of the accounts of fines accounted for by the 
Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks, for the year 1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


STEAMSHIP SupsipIEs.— Leave given to the Lord Brassey to attend the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons (pursuant to message of yesterday) 
if His Lordship think fit ; and His Lordship consenting thereto, a Message 
sent to the Commons to acquaint them therewith 


Freshwater Fish (Scotland) Bill [Seconp Reapin«].—Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read. 


The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh)... ees ote 


Bill read 2* (according to order) and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Friday next. 


Cremation Bill.—Commons Amendments to be ibis and to be considered on 
Friday next. [No. 119.] vain oe sas ang sion ws 


Marine Insurance Bill [H.v. }.—Reported from the Standing Committee with 
Amendments. The Report thereof to be received on Friday next ; and Bill 
to be printed as amended. [No. 120.] ‘ 


Pauper Children (Ireland) Bill [H.t. 7 ag in Committee (according to 
order): Bili reported without Amendment ; and re- -committed to the Stand- 


ing Committee ... pan 


British Museum Bill [1.1.].—Report from the Standing Committee without 
Amendment, and to be read 3* on Friday next ee poe — on 
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Royal Naval Reserve Volunteers Biil [Seconp ReApinc].—Order of the 
day for the Second Reading read. 


The First Lord of the Admiralty vo Earl of Selborne) . 
Earl Spencer 


The Earl of Se — ne 


Bill read 2" (according to order) and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Friday next. 


NAVAL ARMOUR AND ARMAMENTS. 


The Earl of Wilton 
The Earl of Nelborne 
Earl Spe neer 


House adjourned at a quarter past five o'clock, to Thursday 
next, half-past ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 17tH JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


ARREST OF Mr. M‘Hucu, M.P.—Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the House that he 

had received a letter relating to the arrest of Mr. M‘Hugh oa 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Lancashire County (Lunatic Sap | Bill a OR ms —Read the third time, 


and passed, with Amendments... 


Great Northern Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lorps]; Rhymney Railway Bill 


{Lords].—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Irvine Corporation Order Confirmation.—Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, re- 
lating to Irvine Corporation, ordered to be brought in by The Lord Advocate 
and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland ; 


Irvine Corporation Order Confirmation Bill.—‘To confirm a Provisional 
Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, re- 
lating to Irvine Corporation,” "presented accordingly, and under s. 9 of the 
Act, Tead the first time, and ordered to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 25th June, and to be printed. [Bill 236.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill.—Keported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed |. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow 
London Water Bill.—Reported from the Joint Committee, with Amendments. 


Special Report brought up and read. 
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Report, with Minutes of Evidence, and Special Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 222] 


Bill, as amended, re-committed to a Committee of the Whole House for 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 237] 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Dublin, Wicklow, 
and Wexford Railway Bill, without Amendment: Birkenhead Corporation 
Bill, Erdington Tramways Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act for authorising the Bir- 
mingham and Midland Tramways, Limited, to construct additional 
tramways and other works ; and to use mechanical power upon their 
tramways ; and for other purposes.” [Birmingham and Midland Tram- 


ways Bill (Lords) | 


Birmingham and Midland Tramways Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time, 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions tor Private Bills e nA 


PETITIONS. 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) Act (1886) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILtt.— 
Petition from Caithness, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... : 


CROFTERS’ HoLtpincs (ScorLaNnpd) Bi_t.—Petition from Caithness, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table n 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.—Petitions against :—From Aston 
Manor; Haworth ; Brackley ; Aylsham ; Itteringham ; Tuttington ; Newton 
Park; Woking; Hamsterley; Leicester (eight); Ripley ; Otley ; and 
Stockton-on-Tees ; to lie upon the Table oer ia ue 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BitLL.—Petitions for alteration :—From 
Dunnington ; March; Alston; Prestwich; and Leeds; to lie upon the 


Table 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BiLi.—Petition from Gourock, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table bes whe i 


ScHOOL BuarRD ELECTORATE (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from Caithness, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table... te Ser son 8% 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MERCHANT Suips AS ARMED CrUISERS.—Return [presented 16th June] to be 
printed. [No. 218] ine ats sie ‘is oo ad 


CoasTGUARDS (MEDICAL ATTENDANCE.)—Return [presented 16th June] to be 
printed. [No, 219] ‘th ae wad a vite iia 


MERCHANT SHIPPING AcT, 1894.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of the 
11th June, 1902, under The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, confirming a 
Bye-law made by the Trinity House, dealing with qualifications of Candi- 
dates for Licences in the London and English Channel District [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table a eer om fund _ aa fon 


ForEIGN JuRispiction Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the 11th June, 1902, entitled The West African Possessions and Pro- 
tectorates (Fugitive Offenders) Order in Council, 1902 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table ... i ie - ae ree ep ok ‘és 
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FoREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the 11th June, 1902, entited the Indian (Foreign Sepupenaad Order in 
Council, 1902 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table ; 


Harwich HArsour.—Copy presented, of Abstract of the Accounts of the 
Receipts and Expenditure of the Harwich Harbour Conservancy Board from 
the time of their incorporation down to and inclusive of the 31st March, 
1902, &e. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 220] 


Dustin Hospirats.—Copy presented, of Forty-fourth Report of the Board rs 
Superintendence, with en for the year 1901-2 [by memes 
lie upon the Table ash ' ae 


Docs, REGULATION (IRELAND) Act, 1865.—Account presented, of the Receipts 
and Expenditure under the Act for the year 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table ; is ms es ss 


FINEs, ETC. (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of Fines ac- 
counted for by the Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks for 1900 [by Act] : 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 221] ‘i ; 


Suez CANAL (COMMERCIAL, No. 2, 1902).—Copy presented, of Returns of 
Shipping and Tonnage, 1899, 1900, and 1901 (in continuation of “Com- 
mercial, No. 2, 1901’ >) Thy Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2821 to 2823 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table ... ee ted ae 


NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MERCANTILE MARINE (GREAT BRITAIN, ETC.)— 
Return ordered, “ showing aggregate Naval Expenditure on seagoing force ; 
aggregate revenue ; aggregate tonnage of Mercantile Marine ; “annual 
clearances of shipping in “the Foreign trade ; ; annual clearances of shipping 
in the coasting trade ; annual value of imports by sea, including bullion 
and specie ; “and annual value of exports by sea, including bullion 
and specie of various countries, exclusive of China and South American 
Republics, but including British Self-governing Colonies, for the year 190i 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 301, of Session 1901).”—(Sir 
John Colomb.) aes ; ise eS ie 


LocaL TAXATION ACCOUNT, 1901-2.—Return ordered, “showing, in respect of 
the financial year ended the 3lst day of March, 1902, the distribution of 
the proceeds of the Local Taxation Licences, Estate Duty, and Local Tax- 
ation (Customs and Excise) Duties paid into the Local Taxation Account in 
pursuance of the provisions of The Local Government Act, 1888, The Local 
Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890, and The Finance Act, 1894 (in 
continuation of Parliament Paper, No. 345, of Session 1901.” — (Mr. 
Grant Lawson) : iS, es =a 


Poor RELIEF (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Copy ordered, “of Statement of the 
Amount expended by Boards of Guardians for In-maintenance and Out-door 
Relief in England and Wales during the half-year ended Lady Day 1902.” 


“ And similar Statement for the half-year ending Michaelmas, 1902.”— 
(Mr. Grant Lawson) , ‘ 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


NAVY—TRAINING SHIPs.—Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool, Ex- 
change) ; Answer, Admiralty ... ia ve sn 4 

CoRONATION NAVAL Revigw—MeEmpers’ TICKETS.—Question, Mr. Arthur 
Morton (Deptford) ; Answer, Admiralty ds sis em ie 

Poor LAw—EMIGRATION oF GIRLS TO CANADA.—Question, Mr. Vicary Gibbs 
(Hertfordshire, St. Albans) ; Answer, Local Government Board 


PATENT LAw AMENDMENT BILt.—Question, Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) ; Answer, Board of Trade , oe 


IRELAND—CONGESTED DisTRICTS—FIsHING NEtTS.—Question, Mr. Boland 

(Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Irish Office 

IRISH Lanp PURCHASE—TITHES AND Quir RENTs.—Question, Colonel Nolan 
(Galway, N.) ; Answer, Irish Office Aes i 3 , 


War Office... 


VOLUNTEER DECORATIONS.—Question, Colonel Welby (Taunton); Answer, 
SOUTH AFRICA—MEDALS VOR OFFICERS OF TRANSPORTS AND HospitaL 
SHIPS.—Question, Mr. Forster (Kent, Sevenoaks) ; Answer, Admiralty 


SOUTH AFRICAN War—SvGGestep CoNTRIBUTION TO Cost FROM MINES IN 
NATAL AND Cape CoLony.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answer, Colonial Oftice i pate 

Factory AcT—FRvUIT PRESERVING ORDER.—Question, Mr. Talbot (Oxford 
University) ; Answer, Home Office * 7 wes 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


War DEcorATIONS.—Question, Sir John Colomb (Gt. Yarmouth) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Royal INNISKILLINGS AND THE CoRONATION.—Question, Captain Norton (New- 
ington, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... oo oe oe 


CANTEEN AND Mess Co-opeERATIVE SocieTy.—Question, Captain Norton ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... : a des so 


INDIAN RuPEF CoINAGE.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing)... 


CANADIAN STEEL BounTIES —Question, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, 
W.) a pak : bs ' 
Customs TARI F AND THE New Grain Dutirs.—Question, Sir John Leng 
(Dundee) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.) ee ea iol can oe me ie sist 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION.—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) and 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ; Answers, The President of the Board of Trade 


(Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... ae ee : 


IXXXIX 


Page 


8356 


836 








xe TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 17. | 


METROPOLITAN Fire BrIGADE.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. 
Ritchie, Croydon) ‘ f om a Ne nh 


LONDON WATER BILL.—Question, Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, 
Bristol, 8.) Fe “on 


INSURANCE POLIclEs —Question, Mr. Field; Answer, The Attorney General for 
Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


DusLIN POLICE AND THE UNITED IrisH LEAGUE.—Questions, Mr. Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green) and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answers, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


BALLYCASTLE LocaAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham oes ae = ve a 


White Estate, BANTRY.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... Fe te si 8 : 


EpucaTion Bitt.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) : 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovse.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) ; Mr. Swift MacNeill; Mr. William 
Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid); Sir John Colomh 
(Great Yarmouth); and Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour i o 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—STEAMSHIP SuBsipIES.—That they give leave to 
the Lord Brassey to attend in order to his being examined as a Witness, 
before the Select Committee appointed by this House on Steamship 
Subsidies, his Lordship consenting... on 


NEW BILL, 


Wild Birds’ Protection Acts Amendment Bill [Lorps}.-- Read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, and to be printed [Bill 238} 


Ways AND MEANS [16TH JUNE] REPORT. 
Resolutions reported— 
SURTAX AND ALLOWANCE ON SPIRITs. 


1, “That on and after the 17th day of June, 1902, the respective duties of 
Customs on imported spirits shall be increased by one penny.’ 


INCREASE OF Customs DUTIES ON GLUCOSE. 
2. “That on and after the 17th day of June, 1902, the duties of Customs 
on imported glucose, imposed by section 2 of the Finance Act, 1901, 
shall be, as respects solid glucose, three shillings and threepence, and 


as respects liquid glucose, two shillings and sixpence ”... 


Resolutions agreed to. 
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Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
39 Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
40 Mr. J. W. LowTHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 1 :— 
40 
Amendment again proposed — 
“In page 1, line 11, to leave out the word ‘shall,’ and insert the 
words ‘may with the consent of the council of the county.’ ”—(Sir 
i l Edward Gicy.) 
49 Question again proposed, “That the word ‘shall’ stand part of the clause.” 
Dr. Moacnamara (Cainberwell, N.) so aah ae eae w. = 46 
{2 Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) “ an - roe . 848 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... Aas ae ane ee wets ... 850 
Z Mr. Fison (Yorkshire, W.R., Doncaster) ... os es oe .. 85] 
I Sir Edward Grey (Noi thumber land, Berwick) : ... 852 
The First Lovd of the Treasury ( Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E. ) .. 854 
Mr. Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) ... 856 
Sir Francis Powell (Vigan) es a i .. 858 
Sir William Harcourt ( Monmouthshire, " sie ies ion 
13 Sir Alhert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ... oe nds fos ae ... 860 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) . rs “te Ld Ake ... 862 
Sir William Anson (Oxford University) ey 7a me hes ... 864 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ... A si Ar .. 866 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, I) ee0 eee eee owe eee 870 
Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) we ee: ah sii sim sos: OO 
Mr. A. J. Balfour . pom ae ary are Pee wow 872 
15 Lord Edinund Fitzmaurie (Wiltshire, Cricklade) ... ‘am ee pam me 
Col. Buarcles (Middlesex, Enfield) ae nite aon S68 hess a 872 
Question put. 
45 The Committee divided :—Ayes, 272; Noes, 114. (Division List No. 230.) 
Dr, Maenamara 877 
Amendment proposed, 
“In page 1, line 11, after ‘district,’ to insert ‘and except as 
respects the raising of a rate or borrowing money for the purposes of 
this Act.’ ”—(Dr. Macnamara.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Willlam Harcourt abs ae ee os ee ae ae Oe 
Mr, A. J. Balfour... Ba So eas oe i a ... 880 
Question put and negatived. 
an Question proposed, “That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
45 
Mr. Channing ir tai wa ics ‘ip ses ite ow. 861 
Sir William Harcourt ae tale wee al ... 884 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour... ane re ae “Oe ae - 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... wa sat ae e et .. 89H 
Mr. Lloyd George ... v7 ae tye iis ae ad ... 898 
Dr. Macnamara ... mes ses ae sis nes ie ... 909 


Mr. A. J. BALrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 248; Noes, 175. (Division List No. 231.) 
Question put accordingly, “That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 305 ; Noes, 122. (Division List No. 232.) 


It being after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress, to sit again upon Monday next. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Finance Bill.— Order for Consideration, as amended, read, and discharged. 
Bill re-committed in respect of New Clause, Surtax and Allowance on Spirits, 
and New Clause, Increase of Customs Duties on Glucose (in pursuance 
of Resolutions of Committee of Ways and Means.—(J/r. Chance!lor 
of the Exchequer.) 
Finance (Re-committed) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
New Clause. 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ... a. me ie nee «» 98 


Clauses agreed to. 


Bill, as amended in Committee, and on re-committal, to te considered 
Tomorrow. [Bill 239.] 


Licensing Bill.—As amended by the Standing Committee, further considered. 
Mr. Broadhurst... ea et PS oe pa = . = 


New Clause (Supply of non-intoxicant refreshment)—(J/r. Broadhurst)— 
brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Clause be read a second 


time.” 

Sir John Brunner ... a a as sh a - 8B 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 'S) Mee $55 se a “i .. 914 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) a re ae aa ao, 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton)... ‘si ave ks or a OE 
Mr. George White (Norfolk, NW. % ... 90 


The Secretary of State for the Home » Depart nt (al Ur. Ritchie, Crayon .. 90 
Mr. Edmund Robertson... OE 
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Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes) 

Mr. Emmott (Oldhai) ~ 

Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N. ) 

Mr. Markham nn Mansfield) 
Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, 8.) zs 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 

Sir BE. W. Greene (Bury St. Edmunds) 

Mr. Labouchere (N 01 ‘thaimpton) 

Mr. Seely (Lincoln) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 154 ; Noes, 173. (Division List No. 233.) 


Mr. ELininott 
Mr. Gallow ty ( Manches ster, ; S. WV ow 


Amendment proposed 
‘In page 2, line 5, to leave out Clause 4.”—(.Mr. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, “That the words of the clause to the word ‘took,’ in 
line §, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Ritchie... ais nas 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, IT.) 


Question put and agreed to. 


Sir Barrington Simeon (Southampton) 

Mr. Ritchiv 

Mr. Asquith (Fife, E. ) 

Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ; 

Mr. Marsh: il] Hall ( Lancashire, Southport) 
Mr Lawson Walton (Leeds, S an 

Mr. Randles (Cuin Arson ( “3 rmouth) 
Mr. H.C. Richards (Finsbury, E.) 

Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ... 

Mr. Bousfield 


Question put. 


The House divided :-- Ayes, 3 


tS 
ea 
A 
© 


(Division List No. 234.) 
Mr. Gretton... 


Amendment proposed 
“In page 4, line 20, after the word ‘ premises,’ to insert the 
words :— “(4) The entry of a conviction in the register of licences, 
shall, in cases where the licensed person holds licences in respect of 
more than one set of premises in the licensing district, be so made as to 
relate only to the premises on or in respect of which the offence was 
committed.’ °—(Mr. Gretton.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
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Amendment by leave withdrawn, 
Mr. Harwood eee 
Amendment proposed :— 


“Tn page 4, line 21, leave out Clause 9.”—(.VWr. Harwood.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words of the Clause to the end of line 


25 stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. T. P. (Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) ... 


It being midnight, further proceeding on consideration, as amended 
(by the Standing Committee) stood adjourned till Thursday. 


Labour Bureaux (London) Bill Committee.— Order for Committee read. 
Objection being taken. 


Mr. Leugh (Islington, W.).. 
Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) 
Bill considered in Committee and reported, as amended; to be con- 
sidered upon Tuesday next. 
Meat Marking (Ireland) Bill.—Order for Committee Read, and discharged : 


Bill Committed to the Standing Committee on Trade, Xe. 


Ice Cream Shops ( pane - ade Bill.-—Read a second time, and com- 


mitted for Thursday 


Public Libraries (Ireland) Bill —Read a second time, and committed for 
To-morrow 3 on ‘ ' ie a = 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, Isru JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill: Local Government 


Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time Tomorrow ... ae. 


Oyster and Mussel Fishery Provisional Orders Bill.— Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie on the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time Tomorrow ae 


North and South Shields Electric Railway Bill [Lorps] ; Tyneside Tram- 
ways Bill [Lords]; Northumberland Electric Tramways Bill [Lords] ; 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords].—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed aa 
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PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BiL_.—Petitions against: From Norland ; 
Hunslet ; Cricklewood ; Leeds; Cawston ; Dewsbury ; and Forfarshire ; to 
lie upon the Table 


EpuUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiL_.—Petitions for alteration: From Bis- 
brooke and Glaston ; and Leeds ; to lie upon the Table 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Glasgow and Govan ; 
to lie upon the Table ... 


FINANCE BiL_.—Petition from Forfarshire, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


LoNDON ELecTions Britt.—Petition from Wandsworth, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLL.—-Petition from Crawley, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ... al 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Dogs REGULATION (IRELAND) AcT 1865.—Paper [presented 17th June] to be 
printed. [No. 223.]_ ... i at va ras ‘ 


Army (VOLUNTEERS).-—Paper [presented 6th June] to be printed. [No, 224.]... 


FAcTORY AND WorksHOP ACTs (FRUIT PRESERVING).—Copy presented, of Order, 
dated 17th June, 1902, made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department in pursuance of Sections 41 and 58 of the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901, prescribing conditions to be observed in Factories and 
Workshops in which women and young persons are employed in the process 
of cleaning and preparing fruit in pursuance of the special exeeption allowed 
by Sectien 41 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Navy (HypRoGRAPHER’s ReEporT).—Copy presented, of Report on iii 
Surveys for the year 1901 [hy Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


TECHNICAL EpUCATION (APPLICATION OF FUNDS By LocAL AUTHORITIES).— 


Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 2nd August, 1901; Sir John 
Gorst|; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 225. | 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION AcT, 1889.—Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 


the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act, for the County of 
Oxford (Seventh Minute), dated 14th ame 1902 [by Act}; to lie upon the 
Table cea ; : : ve 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented of Twenty-ninth Annual Report by 
the Accountant for Scotland to the Scotch Education Departmen: [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


ARMY (VOLUNTEER Corps).— Copy presented, of Annual Return of the 
Volunteer Corps of Great Britain for the year 1901 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ... — _ sg we 

Port oF Lonpon.—Copy presented, of Report of the Royal Commission 
appointed to inquire into the Administration of the Port of London, with 
Minutes of Evidence and Appendices [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos, 2824 and 2825 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ... “ 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCLLATED WITH THE VOTES. 


CoaL Dury—SoutH WaLeEs Exports—¢ vam Sir Howard Vincent (Shef- 
field, Central) ; Answer, Treasury a 


IncomE TAX ON EASTER OFFERINGS—Question, Mr. Herbert’ Roberts (Den- 
bighshire, W.) ; Answer, Treasury 


CoroNatTion--WESTMINSTER BripGe District Rattway STaTion—Question, 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) ; Answer, Home Office 


CoroNnaTION—BaANK HowipAys EXTENSION—PrROCL AMATION— Question, Mr. 
Runciman (Dewsbury) ; Answer, Home Office 


ZAMBESI—CLOSING BY PORTUGUESE OF INDUSTRIAL Mission ScHoots— 
Question, Sir R. Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) ; Answer, Foreign 
Ottice in ae a Kea wee ; 


LYDDITE SHELLS— Question, Mr. Fuller, (Wiltshire, Westbury) ; Answer, 
War Office “es ane bi iS: 


ALLOWANCES TO RESERVISTS REMAINING IN SOUTH AFRICA—Question, Sir 
Blundell Maple (Camberwell, Dulwich) ; Answer, Colonial Office 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS—Question, Mr. Marshall Hall (Lancashire, Southport) ; 
Answer, Treas ury a 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SoutH AFRICA—TRANSVAAL GOLD MINES TAXATION—Questions, Mr. Claude 
Lowther, (Cumberland, Eskdale), and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) : 
Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) 


JAMESON Ratp—CHARTERED COMPANY’s PositionN—Question, Mr. Swift Mae- 
Neill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Joseph Chamberlain 


RuODESIA—-THREATENED NATIVE RisinG iN 1900—-CHARTERED Company— 
IMPERIAL GOVERNMENT—Questions, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... 


GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS TO THE CHARTERED CoMPANY—Questions, Mr. 
Markham, and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, The Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


IntsH MILITIA AND THE CORONATION—Question, Mr. Macartney (Antrim, S.); 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... 


COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN PRIME MINISTER AND MR. KRUGER DURING THE 
War.—Question, Mr. Markham ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester). 


NAvaL MacHINERY BREAKDOWNS. —Question, Mr. William Allan, (Gateshead) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 
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BoILER COMMITTEE’S REPORT.—Questions, Mr. William Allan and Mr. Edmund 
Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ws ws sea 


CORONATION NAVAL REVIEW—ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS.—Question, 
Mr. Talbot (Oxford University); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster “ 


MApRAS WoRKHOUSE.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) : 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) . he +e * aes , 


Duty ON OFFALS.—Question, Siz, Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


METROPOLITAN POLICE—RENT AID ALLOWANCES.—Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) se a 


NortH EASTERN RalLwAy—StTaTION ACCOMMODATION AT WEsTWOOD.-— 
Question, Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N.W.); Answer, The President of 
the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


TRANSFERS IN THE LONDON POSTAL SERVICE.— Question, Mr. James O'Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ; 


CoRONATION HOLIDAYS FOR THE PosTAL OFFICIALS.—Question, Mr. James 
O'Connor; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain as 


CORONATION PROCESSIONS—MEMBERS’ STANDS.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies 
Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. 
Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine's) 


RATING OF MACHINERY IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire) ; 
Answer, The Solicitor General for Scotland (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, 


sridgeton) 
LiscANNON Harpovur. — Questions, Mr. William Redmond and Mr. John 


Redmond (Waterford); Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 
Wyndham, Dover) << : me es ‘a 


AGE REGULATIONS IN THE IRISH CIVIL SERVICE.—Questions, Mr. James O'Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... 





TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ENT GRANT.—Question, Mr. 
Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Metin Mr. Wyndhan ... 


LABOURERS’ CorraAGES AT NENAGH UNION.—Question, Mr. P. J. O’Brien 
(Tipperary, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham - a 


LABouRERS [IRELAND] AcTS AMENDMENT.—Questions, Mr. Sheehan (Cork Co., 
Mid.) ; Mr. John Redmond and Saini uin Donelan (Cork Co., E.); Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham ... se eh es eR 


COMMITTEE ON IRISH VALUATION.—Question, Mr. John Redmond; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... ae oe 8 a a te ee 


Crimes Act PRISONERS IN CLONMEL GAOL.—Question, Mr. Condon 
(Tipperary, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham don se ne es 
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In1IsH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham a aes ‘ 


Live Stock TrarFric ON IRISH RAILWAYS.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham os awe sate inte 


QUEEN’s COLLEGE, BELFAST.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


DusLIN POSTMEN AND Marit TrucKsS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... = nie ae 


CORONATION SERVICE—Questions, Mr. Channifig (Northamptonshire, E.), and 
Mr. William Johnston (Belfast $.) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) uss ae me sas 


ScHooL Coronation HOoLipAys.—Questions, Mr. Marshall Hall (Lancashire, 
Southport) and Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, Leominster) ; Answers, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ois sas aos nd we ae on a 


CoRONATION EXPENSES VOTE.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour au eee te sey ‘is yen o 


Navy EstrmatTes—BorLeErR CoMMITTEE’s REPORT.-—Questions, Mr. Edmund 
Robertson and Mr. William Allan ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ne 


REDUCTION OF THE Maize Duty.—Question, Mr. John Redmond; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


NEW BILLS. 


QUEEN ANNE'S Bounty BILL. 

“ For transferring the administration of Queen Anne’s Bounty to the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners, and other purposes connected therewith,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Hanbury, under Standing Order 31; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 240.] 


EptcaTioN (ENGLAND AND WALES) (No. 2) BILL. 
“To make further provision with respect to Education in England and 
Wales, presented by Mr. Lough, under Standing Order 31; supported by 
Mr. Osmond Williams, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Atherley-Jones, and Mr. Broad- 
hurst: to be read a second time upon Friday, 11th July, and to be printed. 
[Bill 241} nae ee si se sin te “ad a ‘ss 


Finance Bill.—As amended in Committee, and on recommittal, considered. 


New Clause (Issue of stock certificates to holders of scrip certificates) 
(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer), brought wp, and read the first and second 
time, and added. 


Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) 


New Clause (Rebate on articles used in manufacture of starch)—QJ/;. 
Renshiw)—brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Clause be read a 
second time.” 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 
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“3 June 18.] Page 
¥6 Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
‘ 
Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) ... as ee a .. 982 
976 New Clause (Rebate on offals made from imported grain)—(Sir Edward 
7 Strachey) —brought up and read the first time. 
‘ 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Clause be read a 
second time.” 
977 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 983 
sad Question put and negatived. 
ve 
Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs) a4 a ee iss .. 983 
Amendment proposed to the Bill- 
978 
“In page 1, line 16, to leave out Clause 1.”—(Mr. John Morley) 
979 Question proposed, “That the words of Clause 1 to the word ‘men- 
tioned,’ in line 18, stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) on on oes Ac coe a ..- 996 
979 Mr. Elliot (Durham) me ve rer ... 1000: 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, "Forest of Dewn) es i ... 1002 
Mr. Seely (Lincoln) “ahd ee sie ... 1005 
9x0 Mr. Hoiland (Yorkshire, W. R. E. Rotherham) < aa re ... 1008 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) a a8 ae fea ... 1011 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ... ney. oe m. oe ... LOUD 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kircudbrightshire) ae ue coe Bes «os SOUT 
Mr. McKenna (Monmoithshire, N.) : es e one ..- 1018 
Mr. Charles Hohhouse (Bristol, E.) ee bb ose sie .-» 1022 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) ae ” ee ‘oie cop ee sou Boe 
Sir M. Hicks Beach er cats wie ape ... 1032 
Mr. Willtam Redmond (Clave, EB.) sil aad Sts uit ... 1038 
Question put. 
House divided :—Ayes, 251 ; Noes, 178. (Division List No. 235.) 
Mr. Haldane ne one ve mn “at fine ... 1043 
981 “Clause 8, page 3, line 12, at end of sub-section (1) add—- Pro- 
vided that foreign spirits may not be so received or used until the 
difference between the duty of customs chargeable thereon and the 
duty of excise chargeable on British spirits has been paid.’ ” 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendments consequential on the reduction of the duty on maize were 
9x2 moved by Sir M. Hicks Bracu, and agreed to. 
Sir Edward Strachey ss Ss cals ae is bie 0 Ode 
Amendment proposed — 
“In page 5, to leave out ‘14d.’ and insert ‘0d.’ ”—(Siv Edward 
Strachey.) 
59 
962 Question proposed, “ That ‘ 13d.’ stand part of the Bill.” 
y 2 
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Sor M. Hicks Beach are es ees ... 1045 
Mr. Sydney Buaton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) ite oe a ..- 1046 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Ruqhy) iS Jia Ba ... 1046 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Aves, 230; Noes, 136. (Division List No. 236.) 
Mr. Channing ees at ANe ei Aen ner ee ... 1049 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, further proceeding on Consideration, 
as amended, stood adjourned till the Evening Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Finance Bill.—<As amended, in Committee and on re-committal, further con- 
sidered. 


Mr. Channing ix is a ree bes mu mas .-- 1050 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 5, to leave out lines 23 to 26, inclusive.”--(M/r. Chaz:ning.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach sinks sks Poe ie ‘as <a .-- 1053 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 143 ; Noes, 98. (Division List No. 237.) 


Sir John Leng sie is ee ae ee ies me .. 1057 
Mr, Channing a big as roe + ae ar .-. 1059 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 28, to leave out the word ‘ arrowroot.’ ”—(Vr. 
Channing.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘ arrowroot’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach j ae ses wan ‘sn as ... 1060 
Mr. Lough (Islington, IV. ) in _ par “me oo ... 1060 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 161; Noes, 107. (Division List No. 238.) 
Other Amendments made. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
242.) 
Police Reservists Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
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Mr. Stuart Wor Ley (Sheffield, Hallam) in the Chair. 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid)... se oan ‘os ion .. 1063 
Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 10, to leave out from ‘ proclamation’ to 
‘be’ in line 11, and insert ‘shall.’ ”_(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 1064 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill reported without Amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 


Prison Officers (Pension) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
Mr. Stuart Wort ey (Sheftield, Hallam) in the Chair. 
Clause 1 :— 


Mr. Caldwell wa ne oe ee ae bee os ... 1065 
Mr. Ritchi: ee: es Peds ane ion cn a ... 1065 


Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. Bill reported without Amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed. 


SuppLy [5TH JUNE] Report. 
Resolution reported :— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £50,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to be issued to Lieutenant-General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, 
G.C.B., K.C.M.G., Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s Forces in 
South Africa, in recognition of his eminent services during the war in 
South Africa.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) hed sien me seh ... 1068 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) was ene ton fine .. 1073 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) i“ ion ner .» LOT® 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, " Eifion) vee one ne ..» 1081 


Mr. A. J. BaLFour rose in his place and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 198; Noes, 71. (Division List No. 239.) 
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Page 
Question put accordingly, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee 
in the said Resolution.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 227 ; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 240.) 
Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 19TH JUNE, 1902. 

Eart FrrzwitiaM.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor, that the right of 
William Charles de Muro Wentworth-Fitz William, Earl FitzW illiam, in the 
Peerage of Ireland, to vote at the elections of representative Peers for 
Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table sol nes a ree “F ... 1089 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill._Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments a mu = on aa .-» 1089 

Swansea Corporation Bill i aaeie -Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments ie iss ae ae ne ae eo «e+ 1089 

Taff Vale Railway Bill i‘ }.—Reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments _... we — ee ie i she ... 1089 

Knaresborough Improvement Bill. The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments... ia nd sais +a “in ... 1089 

Rathmines and Rathgar Urban District aS Bill. Santi from 
the Select Committee, without Amendment ... 1089 

Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 5) Bill [#.L.].Reported from 
the Select Committee, with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House To-morrow ... - wie’ ii aa x ... LO8d 

Kingscourt, Keady, and besgeness ays Bill.— Read si and committed 
for Tomorrow ... ac 1089 

Liverpool Corporation Bill.—Read 2°, and committed ai ne ... 1089 

City and Brixton Railway Bill.—Kead 2*, and committed ; the Committee _ 
to be proposed by the Committee of Selection os ie nr 1089 

Finchley Urban District Council Bill, Manchester shi ition = 
Powers) Bill, Eastbourne Corporation Bill. Read 2", ... 1090 

Great Central and Midland maluage Leumaed vernee aenweye _. 

Read 2", and committed 1090 

Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill, London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
way Bill.—Read 2*, and committed ; the Committees to be anaes by 
the Committee of Selection ... ae ee ie pee ‘ ... 1090 


Broadstairs Gas Bill._Read 3*, with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons _... ae ia 94 a ee ... 1090 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill ; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 12) Bill ; Oyster and Mussel Fishery Provisional Orders 
Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; and referred to the Examiners 


Lancashire greed (Lunatic Asylums) Bill [H.L.]—Returned from the 
Commons —~ to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, 
and agreed to . 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Read 2* (according to 
order), and committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection ¥< aan ae fae “ 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—Read 2* fneding 
to order), and committed toa Committee of the Whole House 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Read 2* (according to 
order), and committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection a aie ae oak +e 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) 
Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill.—Read 2* (according to order), aud com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House... ose seat ats : 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill.—-Read 2* (according to order) 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Gas) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (Poor Law) Bill. — Read 
2" (according to order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local Gov- 
ernment (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government (Ire- 
land) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Government( Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (Gas) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill.—Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House ; 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order Cioneing of waning 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill.—Read 2* (according to order) 


Pilotage Provisional Order Bill,Kead 2° (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House... ; a 5? ‘ 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Read 2" (according to 
order), and committed; the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection con ae mae 2 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Land Drainage Pro- 
visional Order Bill.—Read ,2* [(according to order), and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House a on 


London Government Scheme (Southwark) Bill.—Read 2* (according to 
order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House Tomorrow 
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London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill.—Read 2° ain to — and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill (No. 123); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill (No. 124) ; Oyster and Mussel 
Fishery Provisional Orders Bill _— 1 all —Read 1*; to be printed ; and 
referred to the Examiners ed ia is 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


I. Twenty-ninth Annual Report by the Accountant for Scotland to the 
Seotch Education Department. 


II. General Report by the Chief Inspector of the Western Division 
of Scotland, for the year ending 1901 dis obs . a 


Navy (HyproGRAPHER’s ReEport).—Report on agate wii for the 
year 1901, by the Hydrographer one ‘ " = 


TRADE Reports: ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 2824. Spain (Malaga). 
No. 2825. United States (San Francisco) 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS).-—Annual return for the year 1901 


Port oF London. —Report of the Royal Commission appointed to inquire into 
the Administration of the Port of London; with minutes of evidence and 
appendices. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


INDIA (LOANS Raisep IN INDIA).—Return of all loans raised in India, charge- 
able on the revenues of India, outstanding at the commencement of the 
half year ended the 3lst March, 1902, with the rates of interest and total 
amount payable thereon, ete. ... 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION Act, 1889.—Minute, by the Board of Education, 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Technical 
Instruction Act, 1899, for the county of Oxford 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 12th June, 1902, declaring that 
Elizabeth Falconer, housekeeper, General Board of Lunacy, Scotland, was 
appointed without a Civil Service certificate, through inadvertence on the 
part of the head of her Department ... 


FAcTORY AND WORKSHOP. 


1. (Creameries).—Order, dated 9th June, 1902, made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home oo in pursuance of Section 42 of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1891, granting special exceptions as regards 
the hours of employment of women and young persons in creameries. 


2. (Fruit Preserving).—Order, dated 17th June, 1902, made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, in pursuance of Sections 41 
and 58 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, prescribing conditions to 
be observed in factories and workshops in which women and young person 
are employed in the process of cleaning and preparing fruit, in pursuance 
of the special exception allowed by Section 41 _ ‘ see 





Page 


1092 


- 1092 


1092 


1092 


1093 


. 1093 


1093 


1093 








June 
Hak 


Loc. 


~ 


iw 


tw 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. ev 
June 19.) Page 
Harwich Harpour.—Abstract of accounts of receipts and expenditure of 
Harwich Harbour Conservancy Board, to 31st day of March, 1902, with 
report on proceedings, ete. ws . . 1093 


LocAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888.—Orders under Section 57 of the Act, as 
confirmed by the Local Government Board, of the following County and 
County Borough Councils— 


(1.) Anglesey.—For the conversion of the parish of Amlwch into the 
Amlwceh Urban District. 


(2.) Bucks.—For defining the boundaries between the Slough and Eton 
Urban Districts and the parishes of Slough and Eton respectively. 

(3.) Bucks. —For uniting the parish of Upton-cum-Chalvey with the 
parish of Wexham, in the Eton Union. 

(4.) Carnarvon.—For transferring parts of the township of Trewydyr 
to the parish of Bettwys y Coed and the urban district of 
Bettws y Coed. 

(5.) Carnarvon.—For uniting to the parish of Criccieth an area which 
was formerly comprised in the parish of Llanystumdwy. 

(6.) Chester.—For the conversion of the parish of Compstall into the 
Compstall Urban District. 

(7.) Cornwall.—For transferring parts of the parishes of Crantock 
Rural and Saint Columb Minor Rural in the Saint Columb Major 
Rural District, to the parish of Newquay and the Newquay Urban 
District. 

(8.) Cumberland.—For transferring a part of the parish of Drigg-and- 
Carleton to the parish of Seascale, and for transferring the parish 
of Seascale as so altered from the Whitehaven Rural District to 
the Bootle Rural District. 

(9.) Derby.—For uniting the parish of Osmaston and the parish of 
Sinfin Moor. 

(10.) Durham (County) and Gateshead (County Borough).—For 
altering the boundaries between the parish of Chopwell, in the 
Blaydon Urban District, and the parish of Medomsley, in the 
Lanchester Rural District. 

(11.) Essex.—For the conversion of the parish of Frinton into the 
Frinton-on-Sea Urban District. 


~~ 


(12.) Hertford.—For transferring a part of the parish of Holwell to 
the parish of Pirton, in the Hitchin Union. 

(13.) Kent.—For the conversion of the parish of Foot’s Cray into the 
Foot’s Cray Urban District. 


(14.) Kent.—For transferring a part of the parish of Great Mongeham 
to the parish of Walmer and the Walmer Urban District. 


(15.) Norfolk.—For uniting portions of the parishes of Sheringham 
and Beeston Regis, in the Erpingham Rural District, to form the 
Sheringham Urban District and the parish of Sheringham, and 
for the formation ef the remainder of the parish of Sheringham 
into the parish of Upper Sheringham. 

(16.) Norfolk.—For transferring parts of the parishes of Heacham 
and Hunstanton, in the Docking Rural District, to the parish and 
urban district of New Hunstanton. 


(17.) Northampton.—For the conversion of the parish of Irthling- 
borough into the Irthlingborough Urban District. 
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(18.) Northampton (County Borough).—For altering the boundaries 
between the parishes of Abington, All Saints, Saint Giles, and 
Saint Sepulchre, in the Northampton Union. 


(19.) Pembroke.—For constituting a portion of the parish of Narberth 
North, in the Narberth Rural District, the parish and urban 
district of Narberth. 


(20.) Salop.—For transferring to the parishes of Saint Chad and 
Bicton certain Areas which were formerly comprised in Meole 
Brace. 


(21.) Somerset.—For transferring a part of the parish of Kewstoke 
from the Axbridge Rural District to the parish of Weston-super- 
Mare and the Weston-super-Mare Urban District. 

(22.) Somerset.—For constituting a portion of the parish of Saint 
Decumans, in the Williton Rural District, the parish and urban 
district of Watchet, and for constituting the remainder of the 
parish of Saint Decumans the parish of Williton. 


(23.) Southampton.—For transferring a portion of the parish of Mat- 
tingly with Hazeley from the Hartney Witney Rural District to 
the parish of Upton Grey and the Basingstoke Rural District. 

(24.) Southampton.—For uniting the parishes of Chilecomb (Within), 
Milland, Saint Bartholomew Hyde, Saint Faith (Within), Saint 
John, Saint Lawrence, Saint Mary Kalandar, Saint Maurice, 
Saint Michael, Saint Peter Cheesehill, Saint Peter Colbrook, Little 
Saint Swithin, Saint Thomas, Week (Within), and Winnail, to 
form the parish of Winchester. 

(25.) Surrey.—For transferring part of the parish of Farnham Rural 
from the Farnham Rural District to the parish and urban district 
of Farnham. 

(26.) Warwick. — For uniting the parishes of Leamington Priors, Lil- 
lington, and New Milverton, to form the parish of Leamington. 

(27.) East Riding of Yorkshire.—For transferring a part of the 
parish of Parmby Moor from the Pocklington Rural District to 
the parish of Pocklington and the Pocklington Urban District. 


(28.) North Riding of Yorkshire.—For the conversion of the town- 
ships of Scalby and Throxenby into the urban district of Scalby. 


(29.) West Riding of Yorkshire.—For constituting a portion of the 
parish of Alverthorpe the township of Lupset 


HousiInG OF THE WoRKING CLASSES Act, 1890. 


(1.) Borough of Brighton._-Statement of modification permitted by 
the Local Government Board to be made in the Brighton Improve- 
ment Scheme, 1899. 

(2.) City of Leeds.—Statement of further modification permitted by 
the Local Government Board to be made in the Leeds Improve- 
ment Scheme, 1896 ... ies 

LiguTHouses (LocAL INspEcTIONS).—Reports to the Board of Trade by the 
Trinity House of Deptford Strond, the Commissioners of Northern Light- 
houses, and the Commissioners of Irish Lights, of their inspection of local 
lighthouses, buoys, and beacons (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
No. 275, Session, 1901). 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 
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Police Reservist Bill (No. 121); Prison Officers (Pensions) Bill denne heessil 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; and to be printed .. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five o'clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 19th JUNE, 1902. 





The House met at Two of the o’clock, 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Preston Corporation Bill ; Scarborough Tramways Bill.—Lords Amendments 
considered, and agreed to vr ian des ms see 


Longwood Gas Bill [Lorps].—Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments sei ia ata ee ad ‘62 ee m2 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Qyster and Mussel Fishery Provisional 
Orders Bill.—Read the third time, and passed. 


RorHESAY TRAMWAYsS (EXTENSION) ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a 
Provisional Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Rothesay Tramways, ordered to be brought in by the 
Lord. Advocate ... 


Rothesay Tramways (Extension) Order Confirmation Bill.—* To confirm 
a Provisional Orier under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act 
1899, relating to Rothesay Tramways, presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, 3rd July, and to be 


printed. [Bill 243.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to— 
South Metropolitan Gas Bill. 
Belfast Corporation Bill. 
dedford Corporation Water Biil, with Amendments. 


Amendments to—Swansea Corporation Water Bill [Lords], without Amend- 
ment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order, under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Buckie Burgh Extension and Buckie (Craigenroan) Har- 
bour.” [Buckie Burgh Extension and Buckie (Craigenroan) Harbour Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to authorise the Urban District 
Council of Felixstowe and Walton, in the county of Suffolk, to construct a 
sea wall and other works ; to purchase Hamilton Terrace Cliffs and certain 
other lands, and to make further and better provision for the improve- 
ment, health, local government, and finance of the district ; and for other 
purposes.” (F elixstowe and Walton Improvement Bill {Lords. | 


And also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to extend the time for the com- 
pletion of certain railways of and for the purchase of certain lands by the 
Barry Railway Company ; and for other purposes. nite i Railway Bill 
{Lords.] .. # se am = is sins 
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Felixstowe and Walton Improvement Bill [Lorps]; Barry Railway Fill d 
{Lords |.—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills on a — +8 aaa ap as ... 1098 


Buckie Burgh Extension and Buckie (Craigenroan) Harbour Order 
Confirmation Bill {Lorps].—Kead the first time; to be read a second 





time upon Thursday, 3rd July, and to be printed. [Bill 248]... ... 1098 1 
PETITIONS. 
) 
EpucaTIoN (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLu.—Petitions against: From Dent ; E 
Plaistow ; Rochester ; Birstall ; Cawston; Aylsham; Brandistone ; Man- 
chester ; Northampton ; and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table ... 1099 . 
EpucaTIon (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bitt.—Petition from Bradford, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table... — " aed me a ... 1099 
G 
EpUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petition fre. Loughton, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table... ae and ee is fe a .. 1099 
[ITP IC PEPAPTY PT, C) 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 12th 
June, 1902, declaring that Elizabeth Falconer, housekeeper, General Board H 
of Lunacy, Scotland, was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of the head of her department [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table wi i hae o. 1099 SH 
LocaL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888.—Copies presented, of Orders made by the 
various County and County Borough Councils in England and Wales under BE 
Section 56 of the Act, as confirmed by the Local Government Board [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table... ma sa pee -~ xe .-» 1099 
: . W 
East INpIA (LOANS RaIsED IN INDIa).—Copy presented, of Return of all 
loans raised in India, chargeable on the revenues of India, outstanding at 
the commencement of the half-year ending 31st March, 1902, ete. [by Act] ; C 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 223] aes ae .-. 1099 " 
EpucaTION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL ReEports).—Copy presented, of General Cu 
Report by the Chief Inspector of the Western Division of Scotland, for the 
year 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table — ... _ mae .. 1099 
BE 


LIGHTHOUSES, ETC, (LOCAL INSPECTIONS).—Copies presented, of Reports to the 
joard of Trade by the Trinity House of Deptford Strond, the Com- 
missioners of Northern Lighthouses, and the Commissioners of Irish Lights UL 
of their inpection of local lighthouses, buoys, and beacons (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 275, of Session 1901) [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 224,] ... an a hie ... 1100 33 


Factory AND WorksHop Acts (CREAMERIES).—Copy presented, of Order, 
dated 9th June, 1902, made by the Secretary of State fer the Home Sor 
Department, in pursuance of Section 42 of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1901, granting special exceptions as regards the Hours of employment 
of women and young persons in creameries|by Act] 0 lie upon the Table 1100 Cu 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) BiLt.—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Provisional Orders Col 
included in the Gas Orders Confirmation. (No. 1) Bill.”—(Wr. Gerald Balfour) 1100 
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NavaL TRAINING Suips.—Return ordered, “showing the total amount 


expended annually in maintaining the naval training ship, the number of 
boys so trained, and the average cost per boy.”—(Mr. Charles M‘Arthur) ... 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


TELEGRAPH OFFICIALS—RIsK ALLOWANCES.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay, 
Shoreditch, Hoxton ; Answer, Post Office. 

PosTAL SERVICE—RETIREMENTS.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Methyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Post Office ie #0 mr cae é 


TELEGRAPH OFFICIALS--ANNUAL LEAVE.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, 
Post Office ila tea oa oe se 


(JLENMUCKLE (Cork) PostaL ARRANGEMENTS. —Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N 
Answer, Treasury re oe ‘ae mst ‘ 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE—AFTERNOON LEAVE.—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny); Answer, Post Office 


H.MLS. “ Brirannra” — BEAGLING.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie: Answer, 
Admiralty 


SHETLAND Coast Licuts.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and 
Shetland); Answer, Board of Trade 


BRITISH SoMALI PROTECTORATE.—Question, Mr. Alfred Pease (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) ; Answer, Foreign Office — 


Warma ARBITRATION.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Foreign Oftice 


CoRONATION—MILLBANK STREET BARRIER.—Question, Mr. Stuart Wortley 
(Sheffield, Hallam) ; Answer, Home Office 


Customs Import Duty on Cory.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 


Molton) ; Answer, Treasury 


BELFAST TRAMWAYS.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.); Answer, Irish 


ULsTeR SCHOOLS—ROMAN CATHOLIC MANAGERS.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; 
Answer, Irish Office = He a a om ‘a af 


33rpD CompANY IMPERIAL YEOMANRKY.—Question, Mr. John Howard (Kent, 
Faversham) ; Answer, War Office 


SourH AFRICA—SALE OF Boer Farms.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason ; 
Answer, Colonial Office sik Ae 


CuurcH DisciPLine.—Question, Mr. H. D. Greene senagaaitiiead ean 
‘Treasury oss - nse ‘a ; rs 


CORONATION ESTIMATES. eitincmaadte Mr. Swift MacNeill sii 8. ys ; Answer, 
Treasury ; ae ; 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South AFricA—CoMPENSATION FoR LoyYALIsTs’ WAR LossEs.—Question, 
Mr. Seton-Karr (St. Helens); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) eal aa : 


CHARTERED CoMPANY DirEcToRS—Dr. JAMESON AND Mr. BEIT.—Questions, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain... 


ApbpiTionAL War DeEcoRATION.—Question, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, 
Fareham) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) . aa si ii was coe Pei 


GRATUITIES TO WOUNDED OFFICERS.—Questions, Mr. Allhusen (Hackney, 
Central), and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.); Answers, Mr. Brodrick... 


AFTER EFFECTS OF DISEASE—OFFICERS’ COMPENSATION.—Question, Mr. 
Allhusen ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ssi ae od ata ; 


RerorRTED MASSACRE OF BoreRS BY ZULUS.—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott 
(Laneashire, Leigh) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... pen en we ; 


Borer PRisONERS.—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


SMALL ARMS COMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, S$.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... ae ne ne . 


TROOPER Frier’s Case. ii oonaainnc Mr. Delany a s Co., Ossory) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick cS os a me ane ; 


CoRONATION SEATS FOR WAR OFFICE OFFICIALS.—Questions, Mr. Norman ; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick... we 

War OFrricE—INTELLIGENCE Diviston.—Question, Mr. Arthur Lee ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick wes ks ve a a 


Ist Barranion Royat INNISKILLING FUSILIERS.—Question, Mr. William 
Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick « ae ann ; 


Roman CaTHoLic CHAPLAINS FOR THE NAVy.—Questions, Mr. Sheehan, (Cork 
Co. Mid.) and Mr. Gilhooly (Cork Co., W.) ; Answers, The Secretary to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) = 


INDIAN ADMINISTRATIVE CHARGES.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne); 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) ... 

OUTRAGES IN ARMENIA.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester N.); Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.), 


Scottish CoaL MINE INspEcTors.—Question, Mr. John Hope (Fife, W.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home a (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) : * ae as ; {a 


FataL FIRE IN THE City.—Question, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; Answer, 
Mr. Ritchie a ne a eas ~ 


REGISTRATION OF WoRKSHOPS—FULLERS v. SQUIRE scat Mr. Tennant ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie e Ix es 
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Post OFFICE ADMINISTRATION—DUAL WORKING. 
Answer, the Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) esa ak ash ae is 





KINGSTOWN POSTMASTERSHIP. — Questions, Mr. Mooney (Dublin Co., 8.) and 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain . 


NortH Kerry MatL.—Question, Mr. Flavin kainic N.); Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain = a? ine abs sie 

IrntsH LAND BiLt.—Questions, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8); lesan The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


United Irish LeaGueE—Civit Action AGAtNst LEADERS.—Question, Mr. 
MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... , » 


Arrest OF Mr. P. A. M‘Hucu, M.P.—Questions, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, S.), 
Mr. Dillon, (Mayo, E.), Cap:ain Donelan (Cork Co., E.), Mr. MacVeagh, 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, 
Mr, Wyndham, Mr. Speaker and Mr. A. J. Balfour.. 


Darcy Estate, East Mayo.—Question, Mr. O'Dowd; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
IRISH Mipwives’ SALARIES.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


DEPORTATION OF IRISH INSANE.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham : a 


PROSECUTIONS UNDER THE CRIMES Act. —Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham “2 cas oi . 


IRIsH LANDLORDS AND THE UNITED IrIsH LEAGUE.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh 
and Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, W.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham... 


Mr. SHEEHY’S CONVICTION.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien (Tipperary, Mid.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham sax a ue in ; 


EVENING CLASS GRANTS LN QUEEN’s CouNTY.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... 


Crimes AcT PRISONERS AT RoscREA.—Questions, Mr. Kendal O’Brien, Mr. 
Dillon, and Mr. Sheehan ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... 


EpvucaTion BritL—NeEw FINANCIAL PROPOSALS.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Loxpon Water BILL.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles and Mr. A. J. Balfour ; 
Answers, Mr. Speaker ... 


SELECTION (STANDING) ComMitTrEs.—Mr. HAtsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; that they had discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Trade (including agriculture and fishing), ship- 
ping and manufactures—--Mr. Runciman, Mr. Mooney, Mr. Goulding, Sir 
James Woodhouse, Mr. Gretton and Mr. Loder; and had appointed in 
substitution—- Mr. Taylor, Mr. Tully, Mr. Macartney, Mr. Lambert, Mr. 
Baird and Mr. Gartfit. 


Mr. HAtsey further reported from the Committee: That they had 
added to the Standing Committee on Trade (including agriculture and 
fishing), shipping and manufactures, the following fifteen Members in 


Question, Mr. Schwann; 
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respect of the Meat Marking (Ireland) Bill:—Mr. Archdale, Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland, Mr. Condon, Captain Donelan, Mr. 
Field, Sir James Haslett, Mr. Hill, Mr. William Johnston, Mr. 
Joyce, Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Mr. O'Mara, Mr. Moore, 
Mr. Soames, and Mr. Spear. 


Reports to lie upon the Table ... 
NEW BILLS. 


Fisheries (Ireland) Bill.—‘ To amend the Fisheries (Ireland) Acts, 1842 to 
1901,” presented by Mr. Wyndham, under Standing Order 31; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 244.] ... 


Bankers (Ireland) Act Repeal Bill.—‘“ To repeal an Act passed in Ireland in 
1759, relating to Bankers,” presented by Mr. Wyndham, under Standing 
Order 31 ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to he printed. 
[Bill 245.) 


Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill.—“ To 
provide for the payment of certain moneys to the Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction for Ireland,” presented by Mr. W yndham, under 
Standing Order 31 ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 246.] 


Merchandise Marks (Prosecutions) (Ireland) Bill.—‘“ For enabling the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland to under- 
take Prosecutions in certain cases under The Merchandise Marks Act, 1887 ; 
and for other purposes connected therewith,” presented by Mr. Wyndham, 
under Standing Order 31 ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 247. 1 


Suppty [12TH ALLotrep Day’. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3.—CLass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £9,819, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st di ay of March 1903, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office 
of His Majesty’s Secretary for Scotland and Subordinate Office, Expenses 
under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1900, and Expenses under the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, including a 
Grant in Aid of the Congested Districts (Scotland) Fund.” 


Mr. John Dewar (Inverness shire)... 

Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) 
Dir. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, 1i”.) 

Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... 

Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness-shire) 

Mr. Bignold (Wick Burghs) 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £100.” '. Weir.) 
Mr, Leveson-Gower (Sutherlandshire) es as, ee 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshre ee ... 1152 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) ‘ on ... 1164 
Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) . 1168 
Mr. Weir . sos, BLED 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) sow LEG 
Mr. Cameron (Durham, poe le-Spring) vas SEED 
Mr. Cathcart Wason . 1174 
Mr. Bryce ( Aberdeen, 8.) . 1174 
Mr. A. Graham Murray ee SS 
Question put. 
‘The Committee divided :—Ayes, 110; Noes, 190. (Division List No. 241.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
Captain Sinclair (Forfar) . 2979 
Mr. Caldwell — oa 1179 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanark: shire, renone ae . PESO 
Mr. A. Groham Murray... 118] 
Sir Henry Fowler (II ‘olve rhampton, E.) 1183 
Mr. Tennant “ re ie soc DOr 
Mr. Caldwell es ... 1184 
Mr. A. Graham Murray . 1185 
Mr. Parker Sinith ... ~ 1185 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Cass III, 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £54,287, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the salaries and expenses 
of the Lord Advocate’s Department, and other law charges, and the 
salaries and expenses of the courts of law and justice in Scotland.” 
Mr. Parker Sinith ... wo» JOG 
Mr. Weir . 1186 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Deputy Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Resolution to be reported Tomorrow ; Committee also Report Progress ; 
to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
IMPRISONMENT OF Mr. P. A. M‘HuGu, M.P.—Mr. SPEAKER informed the 


House that he had received the following letter relating to the imprison- 
ment of a Member-—- 


VOL. CIX. [FourtTH SERIES. | h 
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Sligo, 

June 18, 1902. 

Sir, 
I have the honour to inform you that at a Court held here 
today under the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 
1887, at which Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh, M.P. f§ North 
Leitrim, appeared as defendant, Mr. M‘Hugh was committed 
to Sligo Gaol by me and Mr. Harrel, resident magistrate, for 
a period of three months on his refusal to enter into recognis- 
ances to be of good behaviour, he having grossly insulted the 


Court. 
I have the honour to be, 
Your obedient servant, 
Ropert L. Brown, R.M. 
Mr. John Iedmond (Waterford) ... es i ean vias we» 1187 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Letter of Mr. Robert. L. 
Brown, R.M., of the 18th June, 1902, informing the House of the 
imprisonment of Mr. M‘Hugh, a Member of the House, be referred to 
a Select Committee for the purpose of inquiring into all the matters 
connected with the proceedings referred to therein, and of reporting 
whether they demand the further attention of the House.” —(Mr. John 
Redinond.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs)_ ... ooo, SE92 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A, J. ean Manchester, E) woo LEDS Pri 
Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs) ae sow LED 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) — . Ks wos Sal 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, ‘Invernes “8S ; Burghs) a cos SOB 
Mr. Harrington (Dublin, Harbour) set pea ne ve ... 1202 


Question put, and agreed to. 

Ordered, That the letter of Mr. Robert L. Brown, R.M., of the 18th June, 
1902, informing the House of the imprisonment of Mr. M‘Hugh, a 
Member of this House, be referred to a Select Committee for the Visi 
purpose of inquiring into all the matters connected with the pro- 
ceedings referred to therein, and of reporting whether they demand 
the further attention of the House.— (Wr. John edmond.) 


Surety [12TH ALLotrrep Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
|Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 


CiviL SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902—3.—Class IT. 


Ear. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding l 
£10,097, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary t 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the I 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the salaries and expenses C 
of the Fishery Board in Scotland and fer grants in aid of piers or quays.” b 
1o) 
Mr. Weir ... ie seas — ous oe wi see a 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £9,997, 
be granted for the said service.”-—-(Mr /’eir.) 


Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock morn 
Captuin Sinclair... Poe 
Mr. Orr-Ewing (Ayr Burghs) 

Mr. Asher (Elgin Burghs) 

Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 

Mr. A. Graham Murray ... 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.)... ‘et 
Mr. Maconochie (Aberdeenshire, E.) 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) ... 
Mr. Doughty (Great Grimshy) 

Mr. Keir Hardie ... ea oe 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 61; Noes, 110. (Division List No. 242.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


It being after Midnight, the objection being taken to further proceeding, 
the Deputy Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again Tomorrow. 


Private Bustness.—Ordered, that the Select Committee on Private Business 
have power to send for persons, papers, and records. 


Ordered, that three be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond.) 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 20TH JUNE, 1902. 


ViscouNT MountTMornes.--Report made from the Lord Chancellor, that the 
right of William Geotfrey Buchard de Montmorency Viscount Mountmorres, 
in the Peerage of Ireland, to vote at the elections of Representative Peers 
for Ireland has been -established to the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor : 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Ordered, That the report of the Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom, 
made to the House of Lords this day, that the right of the Viscount 
Mountmorres to vote at the elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland has been established to his satisfaction, be sent to the Clerk of 
the Crown in Ireland, together with a certificate stating that such report 
has been made, and that the House has ordered it to be sent to the 
said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland 


Earn. FitzwilttaM.—Ordered, That ihe report of the Lord Chancellor of the 
United Kingdom, made to the House of Lords yesterday, that the right of 
the Earl Fitzwilliam to vote at the elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland has been established to his satisfaction, be sent to the Clerk of the 
Crown in Ireland, together with a certificate stating that such report has 
been made, and that the House has ordered it to be sent to the said Clerk 
of the Crown in Ireland. 


The Lord Gormanston (V. Gormanston) took the Oath 
A. % 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the certificate from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied 
with :— 


Fleetwood Urban District Council. 
The same was ordered to lie on the Table 


Cavehill and Whitewell nna al Bill. Nie tes from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments et ue 233 : 


Halifax Corporation Bill; East Worcestershire Water Bill. <r with 
Amendments : ; a one 


Kingscourt, ed and } om oy Bill. pagent without 


Amendment 
Ystradfellte Water Bill [1.L.].—(Petition for additional provision.) 


The CHAIRMAN of COMMITTEES informed the House that the anemia 
to the Bill was withdrawn ne ses ‘ 


Finchley Urban District Council Bill._Committed ; the Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Manchester Corporation (General Powers) Bill.—Committed 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.1.|.Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Lord Shute (J. Barrington) be proposed 
to the House as a Member of the Select Committee on the said Bill, in the 
place of the Lord Crawshaw ; read, and agreed to 


Rathmines and Rathgar Urban District aoe Bill ; Bournemouth Gas 
and Water Bill.—Read 3*, and passed 


Barrow Hematite Steel Company, mauaaes, Bill sana le Read 3", and 
passed, and sent to the Commons i ‘ a a 


Great Northern Railway (No. 1) Bill.—Read 3*, with the neue and 


passed, and returned to the Commons 


Preston Corporation Bill; Scarborough Tramways Bill; Birkenhead Cor- 
poration Bill; Erdington Tramways Bill.—Returned from the Commons, 
with the Amendments agreed to 


Great Northern Railway (No. 2) Bill [1.. - -Returned from the Commons, 


agreed to, with Amendments ... 


Longwood Gas Bill !u.1.]; Rhymney Railway Bill [1.1.].—Returned from 
the Commons, agreed to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Aberdeen Suburban Tramways Order Confirmation Bill.—<A Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legi-lation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Aberdeen Suburban Tramways, was 
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presented by the Lord Balfour (pursuant to the Private Legislation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Sections 8 and " ; read 1*; and to be printed 
(No. 126) ita ; seal ieee cad : 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Lecal Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes) -_ ?) Bill.— 
Conaulited to a Committee of the Whole House 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H. L.].—House in Committee 
(according to order) ; Amendments made ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
the Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next 


London Government Scheme (Southwark) Bill.—House in Committee 
(according to order); Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3° on Monday next ... 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No, 6) Bill [H.L.].—House in Committee (according to order) ; 
Amendments made ; Standing Committee negatived ; the Report of Amend- 
ments to be received on Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [11.L. |.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order); Amendments made; Standing Committee 
negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’s FuNp.—Accounts of the receipts and expenditure under 
the Seamen’s Fund Winding-up Act, from Ist January to 31st December, 
1901 ss 


PoLLInG Districts (County OF LANCASTER).—Order made by the Courty 
Council of the County of Lancaster, re-dividing the Heywood, Ince, Stret- 
ford, and Westhoughton Parliamentary Divisions into convenient polling 
districts ... 


Ecectric LiGHtinG Acts, 1882 TO 1890 (PROCEEDINGS).—Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the applications to and proceedings of the Board 
of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 to 1890, during the past 
vear it 


Loxpon County Councit.—Returns relating to the Council to 31st March, 
1902 ; with estimate of expenditure for 1902 


INTERMEBIATE Epucation (IRELAND).—Rules made by the Intermediate 
Education Board for Ireland— 


I. Determining the number of centre superintendents to be appointed 
for the examinations, 1902. 


II. Appointing the places at which the Examinations for 1902 shall 
be held. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Marine Insurance Bill [1.L.}.—Amendments reported hssiitiininais to + 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next ie ‘ 


British Museum Bill [.L.].-Read 3" (according to order), and passed, and 
sent to the Commons wie pi vos vin wes ns ue 
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Royal Naval Reserve Volunteers Bill.— House in Committee (according to 
order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 


and 


‘CORON ATION—ACCOMMODATION FOR PEERS.—Question, The Earl of Mayo; 


Bill to be read 3* on Monday next 


Answer, The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


Midwives Bill [Seconp ReapinG. |.—Order of the day for the Second Reading 


read. 


Duke of Northumberland 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.-—(The Duke of Northumberland.) 


Lord I¥Velby 

The Earl of Halshury ; 

The Lord Bishop of W Sucheater 

Eail Russell : , 

Lord Thring oe 

The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burle tcigh) 
Tie Duke of Nor thumberiand 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the 


sale of 


Whole House on Friday, the 4th of July next. 


Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill. {Seconp 


READING. }.—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Earl of Mayo 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 2*.--(7he Earl of Muyo.) 


On Question, agreed to ; 


Lord Clonbrock 
Earl of Cork 
Earl Grey... 


whole House on Thursday the 3rd of July next. 


HorsE-BREEDING FOR MILITARY PURPOSES. 


Lord Barnard ee see see 
The Under Secretary of Stat for W. ar (Lord Raglan) 


Cremation Bill {11.1.}--Commons’ Amendments considered (accordins: to order). 


On ¢ 


‘On ¢ 


Lord Monkseeell 
Lord Belper 


Juestion, Motion agreed to. 


Lord Monkswell 


Juestion, Motion agreed to. 


A Committee appointed to prepare a reason to be offered to the Commons 


for the disagreement to the Commons’ Amendment to Clause 5 ; the 
Committee to meet forthwith ; Report from Committee of reason pre- 
pared by them; read, and agreed to; and a message sent to the 
Commons to return the said Bill with the Amendments and reason. 


Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the 
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Freshwater Fish (Scotland) Bill.—House in Committee (according to order). 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


The Earl of Galloway ae an dé Ba sas Be! .«« 1249 
Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the words from ‘ except,’ in line 13, to ‘persons’ in 
line 14, and to insert after the words ‘other fishing’ in line 15, the 
word ‘except in ponds or lochs, exclusively belonging to such per- 
sons.’ ” —(The Earl of Galloway.) 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


The Earl af Camperdown ... has “as se on ms ... 1250 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... oe a “ne as oan ... 1251 
The Earl of Galloway _ oe ie .-» 1251 
Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 :-— 
Lord Newton ar a sein ie pe sion nee wae eae 
Lord Ba! four of Burleigh ve _ be 8 ie Me 
Clause 3, agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... ath nae a ei et nae LODE 
Clause 4 and remaining Clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported without Amendment, and recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee. 


STANDING COMMITTEE.—Report from the Committee of Selection for the Stand- 
ing Committee that they have added the Lord Stewart of Garlies (FE. Gu/- 
loway) to the Standing Committee ; read and ordered to lie upon the Table 1252 
House adjourned at a quarter past Six o'clock to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 20TH JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS age, (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERE- 
To CompLieD WiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been com 
plied, viz.— 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next ... ... 1253 
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Private Bint Petitions (STANDING ORDERS Not ComPLiep WitH).—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That in the case of the Petition for the following Bill, the 
Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz :— 


Fleetwood Urban District Council Bill. 


Ordered, that the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 








Orders . 1253 
FLEETWoop Urban District CounciL.—Petition for Bill; referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders ; , i ... 1253 
Birkenhead Corporation Bill; Erdington Tramways Bill.—Lords Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to he sa ie Si vr «o. E263 
Great Northern Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lorps]; Rhymney Railway Bill 
[Lords ].—Read the third time, and passed with Amendments a ... 1253 
Rickmansworth Gas Bill {Lorps].—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time ... sit - mee ‘ah ts den an ... 1253 
Metropolitan Railway Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed __... ‘ei aes — eee -- 1253 
MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDs.—That they have agreed to— 
Broadstairs Gas Bill, with Amendments. 
Amendments to—Lancashire County (Lunatic Asylums) Bill {| Lords], with- 
out Amendment ee Ber ... 1254 
Railway Bills (Group 8).—Mr. Comrron Rickert reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 8 of Railway Bills, that for the convenience of parties the 
Committee had adjourned until Tuesday next, at Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table ... “ nes sits ae ane ... 1254 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WaLEs) BILL.— Petitions against: From Cricklewood ; 
Laneashire and Cheshire ; Stockton; Thirsk; Barnsley ; Leicester ; Run- 
corn; and Barrow-in-Furness ; to lie upon the Table es a ... 1254 


EbUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLi.—Petition from Tadeaster, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table —... one aan ste im se ... 1254 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BiLL.—Petition from London and other places, against ; 
to lie upon the Table... ot ve 6 im ee ran ... 1254 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL.—Petition from Cheltenham, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... am pe oh ae ia one aise we. 1254 


VivISECTION.—Petition from Bristol and Clifton, for prohibition ; to lie upon 
the Table io si oie _ ; on vm ain w. 1254 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LonpoN County Councit—Copy presented of Returns relating to the Council 
up to 31st March, 1902, with Estimate of Expenditure for the year ending 
31st March, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. No. 


GAs ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) Brtt.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 19th June ; Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 229.]_ ... with sia one ose ose sam tee 

ELectric Licutinc Acts, 1882 to 1890 (PROCEEDINGS).—Copy presented, of 
Report by the Board of Trade respecting the applications to and proceedings 
of the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts 1882 to 1890, 
during the past year [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 230.] ; os ah 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’s FunD.—Account presented, of the receipt and expenditure 
under the Seamen’s Fund Winding-up Act, from Ist January to 31st De- 
cember, 1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 231.] 


IMPERIAL SERVICE Force (East [np1A).—Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 10th March ; Mr. Schwann]; to lie upon the Table 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland, appointing the places at which 
examinations shall be held for 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


INTERMEDIATE EpucatTion (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland determining the number of 
centre superintendents to be appointed for the examinations, 1902 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


PoLLING Districts (County oF LANCASTER).—Copy presented, of Order mace 
by the County Council of the County of Lancaster, redividing the Heywood, 


Ince, Stretford, and Westhoughton Parliamentary Divisions into convenient 
polling districts [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Boarb OF WorkKS—RETIREMENT OF MR. StuBps.—-Question, Mr. James 
O'Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, Treasury nee ips 2 


Navy—Armour PLATE CONTRACTS—-SHEFFIELD MANUFACTURES.—Question, 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Admiralty 


CoRONATION—-KING’s RECEPTION OF INDIAN Vistrors.—Question, Mr. Schwann 
(Manchester, N.) ; Answer, Indian Ottice fs Sie 


Suppty [13rn ALLorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Page 


1254 


1255 


1255 


1255 


1255 


1255 


1255 


1255 


1256 


1256 


1257 








exxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 20.) 


Navy Estimates, 1902-3. 


Motion fmade, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£294,300, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Expenses of the 
Admiralty Office, which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903.” 


Lord Charles Beresford (Woolwich) 

Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) . 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest f Dean) 
Sir John Colomb (Great 0 

Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) . 

Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 

The Secretary to the Admiralty Or, Arnold- Forster, Belfast 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn apa 

Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) - 

Mr. Reginald Lucas 

Mr. Penn (Lewisham) 

Mr. Arnold-Forster 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£274,300, be granted for the said service.”—-(.Wr. Dillon.) 


Colonal Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) 


Mr. WiLi1AM REDMOND rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put”; but the CHAIRMAN withheld his assent, and 
declined then to put that Question. 


Debate resumed. 
Colonel Blundell ... 


It being half-past Five of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Drunkards (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill.-Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


Burgh Police and Public Health (Scotland) Bill. 
Mr. Asher (Elgin Burghs) 
Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 
Day Industrial Schools (Ireland) Bill.—Read a second time, and com- 


mitted for Wednesday, 2nd July 


SranpinG ComMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL). —Sir JAMES FERGUSSON reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel, that they had appointed Lord Edmund 
Fitzmaurice to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the con- 
sideration of Bills relating to Trade (including “Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures in the place of Mr. John Edward Ellis. 
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Report to lie upon the Table ... ae ne ee oe ‘se ~s 13a 


Pustic AccouNTs CoMMITTEE.—Third Report brought up, and read. 





Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. |No. 232.) ... - 1337 
- Licensing Bill.—{On the Motion for Adjournment. | 
257 
27] Mr. Groves (Salford, 8S.) ... seed od ds we iss ae Dee 
I7T4 Mr. A. J. Balfour ... i _ oe sas ie vr .« L327 
278 
283 cements 
288 
299 IMPRISONMENT OF Mr. P. A. M‘HuGu, M.P. 
303 
313 Mr. P. J. O Brien (Tipperary, N.) aa sia er oie vee Dee 
318 Mr. A. J. Balfour ... see ca ove 1328 
32] , pin di , 
399 Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o’clock till Monday next. 
323 
324 
HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 23rp JUNE, 1902. 
395 RoyaAL AssENT— ComMission.—The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :- 
. Loan. 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland). 

. Metropolitan Police Provisional Order. 

. Dundee Corporation Libraries Order Confirmation. 

. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2). 
395 . Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3). 


. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4). 

. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1). 

. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1). 
. Coatbridge Gas Order Confirmation. 

. Military Lands Provisional Order (No. 2) 

. Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order. 
. Wadhurst Gas. 

. Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit Company. 

. London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway. 

16. Wrexham Water 

17. Shepton Mallet Gas, 

1s. Darley Dale Water. 

19. Higham Ferrers and Rushden Water Board. 

396 20. Bnghton and Rottingdean Seashore Electric Tramroad. 
21. Reading Gas. 

22, Grand Junction Water. 

23. Bromley Gas. 

24. Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power. 

25. Birmingham Corporation Water. 

. Caterham and District Gas. 

27. Barking Gas. 

28. Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply. 

29. Great Eastern Railway. 

30. North Warwickshire Water. 

31. Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway. 
32. Fareham Gas. 
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33. Isle of Wight Central Railway. 

34. Birmingham Assay Office. 

35. Deal and Walmer Gas. 

36. Donegal Railway. 

37. Plymouth, Devonport, and South-Western Junction Railway. 
38. London and South-Western Railway. 

39. Street Urban District Council Water. 

40. Tyne Improvement Commission. 

41. Cornwall Electric Power. 

42. Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed Schools. 
43. London School Board (Superannuation). 

44. Chigwell, Loughton, and Woodford Gas. 

45. Scottish Equitable Life Assurance Society. 
46. Leyland and Farington Gas. 

47. Limpsfield and Oxted Water. 

48. Manchester Corporation Tramways. 

49. Swindon United Gas. 

50. Newcastle and Gateshead Water. 

51. Ashton--under-Lyne and Dukinfield Corporations (Alma Bridge, etc.) 
52. Aberearn Urban District Gas. 

53. Furness Railway (Steam Vessels). 

54. Middlesex County Council Tramways. 

55. Abertillery Urban District Council. 

56. Bradford-on-Avon Gas. 

57. Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway. 

58. Renfrew Harbour. 

59. Swansea Corporation Water. 

60. Tiverton Market. 

61. Dartford Improvement. 

62. Gloucestershire Electric Power. 

63. Lancashire County (Lunatic Asylums). 

64. Rathmines and Rathgar Urban District Council 
65. Bournemouth Gas and Water. 

66. Preston Corporation. 

67. Scarborough Tramways, 

68. Longwood Gas. 

69. Birkenhead Corporation. 

70. Erdington Tramways. 


71. Rhymney Railway ii ae a am we ms ... 1329 
Finst._-The Duke of Manchester sat first in Parliament after the death of 
his father me ae ve Sisk 3 see Sy oe ee 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
LORD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that no 


Standing Orders are applicable to the following Bills :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12). 
Oyster and Mussel Fishery Provisional Orders. 


And also the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have been complied with :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7). 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table 
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Eastbourne Corporation Bill.—Committed: The Committee to be oye 
by the Committee of Selection te 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Steam ee Bill. Reported 
from the Select Committee, with Amendments bea oes 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [1.v.]. 
—Reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House ... 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.L.|.—Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House tomorrow 





Mexborough and Swinton Tramways Bill [.1.|.—Saddleworth and 
Springhead Tramways Bill [u.L.] ; Hastings Tramways Bill ssa: dine 
3%, and passed, and sent to the Commons iy ee re 


Kent Water Bill; West Ham Gas Bill ; South Wales Electrical Power Dis- 
tribution Bill; City of London (Streets) Bill; City of London (Public 
Health) Bill; Knaresborough Improvement  Bill.—-Read 3°, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Cemmons 


London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill.—Moved, That 
the Order made on the 14th day of March last, ‘That no private Bill 
brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after 
Thursday, the 19th day of June, be dispensed with, and that the Bill be 
now read 2*; agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed: The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


Lord Newton 


Moved, That it be an Instruction to the Committee to which the Bill may 
be referred that they shall strike out of Clause 5 of the Bill power 
to construct any tramway south of the Strand,—(Lord Newton.) 


Lord Ribblesdale 

The Earl of Mayo .. ' roe aS 
The Chairman of " Committees (The E url of Morley) 
TheLord Chancellor (The Earl vs Halsiui “y) 

The Duke of Rutland 

Lord Tweedmouth ... 

The Eurl of Hardwicke 

Lord Monkswell 

Lord Newton 


On Question, resolved in the attirmative. 


» 


Contents, 77 ; Not-contents, 32. 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill.— Moved, 
That the order made on the 14th day of March last, * That no Private Bill 
brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after 
Thursday the 19th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the bill 
be now read 2* ; agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed : The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection: Then it was 
moved, That it be an instruction to the Committee to which the Bill may be 
referred to omit Tramway No. 7 (The Lord Newton) ; agreed to, and 
ordered accordingly . ‘ac as a * ‘i 
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Piccadilly, City, and North-East London Railway Bill [H.L. }.—Order of 
the day for the Second Reading Bill. 


The Earl of Morley 
Bill, read 3* (according to order). 
The Earl of Morley 


The Earl of Camperdown 
Lord Windsor 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 

The Eurl of Morley 
On Question, Promoters’ Amendments agreed to. 
Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


London United Electric Railways Bill [H.1.|; Great Northern and Strand 
Railway Bill * .|; Brompton and Piccadilly Cireus Railway Bill (New 


Lines, ete.) Bill [H.L.]; Great Northern and City Railway Bill |H.1. 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. land No. 3)B sa i I; 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill [H.1.] ; North- 
West London Railway Bill [H.1.].—Read 3* ; Amendments made ; Bills 
passed, and sent to the Commons ne is wt was 


Baker Street and Waterloo wang Bill a ener: 3", and gman 
and sent to the Commons ae sas 


Stonehaven Town Hall Order Confirmation Bill |1.1.}.—A Bill to confirm 
a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to Stonehaven Town Hall, was presented by the Lord 
Balfour ; read 1*; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed to have been read 2*, and reported 
from the Committee. (No. 127) me a a 


Local Government Provisional om aad = Bill.—Committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House v ne 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.1.].—Amendments reported 
(according to order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow A bee bas 


London Government name Catereee | Bill.— Read 3" (according to 
order), and passed wt aa ‘ne ve 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.|.— Amendment reported (accord- 
ing to order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow be wit aes oon 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [1.1 |.—Amendments 


reported (according to order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [1-.v.}.— Amendments 
reported (according to order), and Bill to be read 5* tomorrow nee baa 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Boarp or Epucation.—Special Reports on Educational Subjects. 
1. Supplement to Volume 8. Education in the Netherlands. 
2. Volume 11. Education in the United States of America ... 
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No. 2,828. China (Newchwang). ... on ie la ea ... 1364 


CoLontes.— Miscellaneous: No. 19. Selections from Colonial Medical Reports 
for 1900 and 1901 a — oie ip oe ine “e ... 1354 


Mint.—Thirty-second Annual Report of the Deputy-Master and Comptroller 
of the Mint, for the vear 1901. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... si . 1354 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND). 
1. Time Table of Examinations for the year 1902. 


2. Rule made by the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland, 
altering the Time Table of Examinations for 1902 ... jas one ... 1354 


SuPREME Court OF JUDICATURE (IRELAND), 1877 (RULES).—Order in Council, 
dated 19th June, 1902, giving effect to a Rule of Court... did .. 1354 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS Acts, 1894 and 1896.—Two Orders, entitled respectively 
the Foreign Animals (Amendment) Order of 1902, and the Jersey (Animals) 
Order of 1902 ... eo 3 dai me — Asis - .. 1354 


Civit List PeNsions.—List of all pensions granted during the year ended the 
31st March, 1902, and eer under the provisions of “Section 9 (1) of the 
Civil List Act, 1901... + ane ea Boy oe me wo» Looe 


FINANCE ACCOUNTs.-—Finance accounts of the United Kingdom, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1902 ues i ‘apn os hon sa ... 1354 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury minute, dated 18th June, 1902, declaring that 
Christopher William Pegrum, second class labourer, Royal Gunpowder 
Factory, Waltham Abbey, was appointed without a civil service certificate 
through inadvertance on the part of the head of his Department ... we 1355 


RAILWAY COMPANIES Powers Act, 1864.—-Report by the Board of Trade on 
applications made during the year 1901, under the Railway Companies 
Powers Act, 1864, and of the proceedings of the Board of Trade with 
respect thereto. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table a wie aoe ‘eG ‘ion ae eer seaa Pee a 
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Royal Naval Reserve Volunteers Bill. —Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed... se ae Awe ai aoc swe. Looe 


Marine Insurance Bill [H.1. }.—Read 3" (according to order), and passed, and 
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House adjourned at five minutes before Six o'clock, till Tomorrow, 
a quarter past Four o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: Monpay, 23rp Jung, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
RoyaAL AssENT—CoMMISSION.—-Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went ; and, being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal assent to a number of Bills [see 
page 1329}... 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitus [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NoT PREVIOUSLY [NQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the fol- 
lowing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 


Barry Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Birmingham and Midland Tramways Bill {Lords}, 

Felixstowe and Walton Improvement Bill { Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time. 


Bedford Corporation Water Bill; South Metropolitan Gas Bill.—Lords 
Amendments considered, and a; greed to eos bec sa ree 


Bradford Corporation Bill [Lorps}._As eeneiee considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time.. ro on oe em ; 


Buxton Urban District Council Bill [Lorns|; Northumberland Electric 
Tramways Bill | Lords]; Rusthall Manor Bill hemi sila amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time sal Ke 


Bristol Water Bill |[Lorps] by Order.—Consideration, as amended, post- 
poned, under Order [Ist May}, till Thursday, 3rd July, at the Evening 
Sitting, by the Chairman of Ways and Means. ‘ nin oe 


Bristol Corporation Bill { Lorps]; Central London Railway Bill [Lords]; Con- 
sett Water Bill {Lords} ; Devonport Corporation (General Powers) Bill 
[Lords]; Devonport Corporation (Water) Bill [Lords|; Menai Bridge Urban 
District Council Bill | Lords] ; North Staffordshire Tramways Bill [Lords] ; 
Rossendale Valley Tramways Bill [Lords]; Whitstable Improvement Bill 
| Lords].—Read a second time and committed “us “ae ‘ie 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to, Rathmines and Rathgar 
Urban District Council Bill, Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill, without 
Amendment. 


Great Northern Railway (No. 1) Bill, with Amendment. 


Amendments to, Longwood Gas Bill {Lords}, Rhymney Railway Bill 
[Lords], without Amendment. 
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That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to provide for the 
settlement of questions which have arisen between the preference share- 
holders and the ordinary shareholders in the Barrow Hematite Steel Com- 
pany, Limited: and for other —, {Barrow Hematite Steel Com- 
pany, Limited, Bill] [Lords] . wi ie ‘i ui in i 


Barrow Hematite Steel Company, Limited, Bill [Lorps].—Read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of petitions for private Bills.. ; 


South Eastern, and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill [Lorps]. 
<= aeaemaiis not prov weds Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed .. ca mee ia ae ee wae 


Gas Orders ' ren bane 1) al pay —Read a second time, and 
committed ae - ae ska 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. Joseph A. Pease a hacen Wi — 
Mr. Gibson Bowles.. 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against : From Sheffield ; 
Loughborough and Plaistow ; to lie upon the Table 


EpuCcATION (ENGLAND AND WAL se BrLLt—Petition from Bath, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table ; oe bis ie a aie os 


LICENSING BiLL—Petitions in favour: From Sleaford ; Billinghay ; Canning 
Town (three) and Ashburton ; to lie upon the Table és is ra 


LoNDON ELEcTIONS BILL.—Petition from Hammersmith, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... ae os 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—Petitions against : 
From Longoboby (two) and Dunston ; to lie upon the Table : 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BiLt.—Petition from Walsall, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 29th May ; Mr. William Johnston| ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 233.] ; es ae ah ii xe v 


INTERMEDIATE EpucATION (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Time Table of 
Examinations for 1902 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


INTERMEDIATE EpuCATION (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland altering the Time Table of 
Examinations for 1902 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 

SUPREME CourT OF JUDICATURE ACT (IRELAND), 1877.— Copy presented, of 
Order in Council, Dated 19th June, 1902, giving effect toa Rule of Court [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table oy as Be a ie i 


CotonraL Reports (MISCELLANEOUS).—Copy presented, of Report No. 19 
(Selections from Colonial Medical — for 1900 and _— Uby Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 
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Mint,—-Copy presezited, of Thirty-second Annual Report of the Deputy Master 
and Comptroller of the Mint, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


FINANCE Accounts.—Copy presented, of Finance Accounts of the United 
Kingdom for the year ended 31st March, 1902 [by mt; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 234.] - * =e gat ac 


Civiz List PENsioNs. —Copy presented, of List of all Pensions granted 
during the year 31st March, 1902, and charged upon the Civil List [by 
Act]: to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 235.] ae 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884. - Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
Isth June, 1902, declaring th: at Christopher William Pegrum, second class 
labourer, Royal Gunpowder Factory, Waltham Abbey, was appointed 
without a Civil Service certificate through inadvertence on the part of the 
Head of his Department {hy Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS Act, 1894 AND 1896.—Copies presented, of Two Orders, 
entitled respectively the Foreign Animals (Amendment) Order of 1902 
and the Jersey (Animals) Order of 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


RaiLways.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade on applications 
made during 1901 under The Railway Companies’ Powers Act, 1864, and 
of the Proceedings of the Board of Trade with respect thereto [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 236.] 


BoarpD OF EpucatTion (SpeciAL Reports)—Copy presented, of Special 
Reports on Educational Subjects, Vol. 11. Education in the United States 
of America [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


3OARD OF EptucatTion (SpectAL Reports).—Copy presented, of Special 
Reports on Educational Subjects, Supplement to Vol. 8, Education in the 
Netherlands [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 


sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2826 to 2828 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
BRUSSELS SUGAR CONVENTION.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; 
Answer, Treasury 
CORONATION—STANDS OUTSIDE NATIONAL GALLERY—PRECAUTIONS AGAINST 
Fine.—Question, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, Office of 
Works ‘ee es ‘il 


CHaArRiIty COoMMISSION—DIVISION OF EDUCATIONAL AND NON-EDUCATIONAL 
CHARITIES.—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) ; Answer, 
Charity Commission mee aa } ‘is 4 


SovuTH AMBERSHAM, SUSSEX, PosTAL ACCOMMODATION. aaa Mr. Heywood 
Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) ; Answer, Post Office ‘ one ‘ 


ARGYLLSHIRE CoaAst—PosTaL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Nicol | (Arg gyll- 
shire) ; Answer, Post Office oni vine ae © ner 


INDIAN FAMINE —Question, Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.); Answer, India Office ... 
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Irish LAND PurcHASE—CRrEAGH Estate, Lyre, Cork.—Question, Mr. Flynn 
(Cork Co., N.); Answer, Irish Oftice 

IntsH LAbourERS’ AcT—KanTURK SCHEME.- -Question, Mr. Flynn ; Answer, 
Irish Office =e 

IkisH LAND PuRCHASE—REVERSIONARY LEASES.—Question, Mr. Doogan 
(Tyrone, E.) ; Answer, Irish Office = 

IntsH AGRICULTURE—ALBERT INSTITUTE—DISCHARGE OF Mr. P. O’REILLY.- 
(Juestions, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.) and Mr. Thomas O'Donnell 
(Kerry, W.) ; Anowers, Trish Office 


TippERARY District CouNciL ELecTiION—ALLEGED ILLEGAL ConpucT.—Ques- 


tion, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; Answer, Irish Oftice 


FooDAND DruGs Act—-IrisH CREAMERIES.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh(Down,S.): 


Answer, Irish Office 


Jersey MILItTIA.— Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; 
Answer, War Office 


ArMY—FURNISHING OFFICERS’ QUARTERS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheftield, Central) ; Answer, War Office 


MAGAZINE Rirtes—Cuip  Cartripces.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; 
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Answer, Lord Stanley ... 





. Labouchere (Northampton) ; 
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India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing)... 
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SHIPPING CoMBINES.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


CORONATION PROCESSIONS.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee); Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) nd rest we 


GOVAN TELEGRAPHIC ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Hunter Craig (ianark- 
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ScoTtisH Civic TiTLes.—Question, Mr. Hugh Law (Glasgow, Blackfriars) ; 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour ... as bas ord va me ... 1418 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) . oes ak Bor Lie Las .. 1418 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ... a: es ee ae a«s, 1419 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ... = ee ey ... 1420 
Mr, Channing (Nor wicca E. *) a ae ty ins a Ee 
Mr. Samuel Evans ... ee rs es i52 -». 1422 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... vr san pow sand <a eae ... 1433 
399 Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 171 ; Noes, 251. (Division List No. 243.) 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ve ve oe re ... 1429 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That Clause 2 be postponed.”— 
(Mr. James Lowther.) 
399 
Sir Edward Strachey me dee ue ae se ies ... 1430 
Mr. Bryce ... ie 7 ve as oe pas ... 1431 
399 Sir William Harcout Pee a ee ice ie bes ca USD 
Mr. Dillon ... si ve oe - are ies ... 1433 
Mr. Samuel Evans.. re ae ... 1434 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (W ‘ilts hire, Cricklade) a ie .. 1436 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District)... he ne ... 1436 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) .. oa 6s ... 1438 
Question put. 
400 . . . aa . ee . * 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 179 ; Noes, 267. (Division List No. 244.) 
400 Mr, Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) ... ait as sla .. 1441 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 18, toleave out the word ‘may,’ and insert the 
word ‘ shall.’”—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘may’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. Bryce ... . 

Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 

Mr. Asquith (Fife, EB.) ‘ 

Sir John Dorington aig estershire, T Tewkesbury) 
Dr. Macnamara es 
Mr. Chaplin . 

Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee, ) 
Clause 2 :— 


Sir Albert Rollit 

Mr. Bond (Nottinghamshire, ‘E.) , 

Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ... 

Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) 

The Vice-President of the Board of Education (sir John Gor st, Cambridge 
University) ... ‘ 

Mr. Lloyd-George ... 

Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N. ) 

Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8.) 

Sir William Hart Dyke 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice.. 

Mr. J. W. Wilson (Wi ovcestershre, N. ) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ‘i 

Sir Francis Powell (I igan) 

Mr. Lloyd-George 

Mr. Bryce ... 

Mr. Chaplin 

Sir Edward Grey 

Dr. Macnamara ... 

Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment made, by inserting, after the last Amendment, the words— 


“Shall consider the needs and take such steps as seem to them 
desirable after consultation with the Board of Education to.”—(Mr. A. 
J. Balfour.) 


Mr. Mather 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 19, to leave out the words ‘education other 
than elementary,’ and insert the words ‘secondary, technical, and 
higher education, and shall provide for the organisation and co-ordina- 
tion of all forms of education, including the training of teachers, within 
their area.’”—(Mr. Mather.) 
446 
448 Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
452 the Clause.” 
454 
456 Sir John Gorst oe fone aS jst wid ... 1494 
459 Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., Morley) ... i wis ... 1495 
46] Mr. Samuel Evans.. / : ti a bos ss ... 1496 
462 
It being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his report to the 
House. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again Tomorrow. 
PAROCHIAL MEDICAL OFFICERS DISMISSED IN HIGHLAND CROFTING COUNTIES. 
—Return ordered, “ showing the number of Medical Officers dismissed by 
Parish Councils in each Crofting County during each of the seven years 
1895-1901, name of the Parish Council, and the cases in which a cause of 
dismissal was assigned.”—(J/r. /Veir) ei ‘a ae or ... 1496 
LocAL TAXATION LICENCES, 1901—2.—Return ordered, “of the amount re- 
ceived in respect of each administrative county and county borough in Eng- 
land and Wales for Local Taxation Licence Duties and Penalties, under the 
Local Government Act, 1888, in the year ended the 31st day of March, 
462 1902.°—(Mr. Grant Lawson) ... me i sid ea in ... 1496 
465 
467 County Council ELECTIONS, 1898 AND 1901.—Return ordered, “ showing, for 
468 each administrative county in England and Wales, the total number of 
Electoral Divisions and the number of such Divisions in which the elections 
47] of County Councillors were contested in each of the years 1898 and 1901.” 
475 —(Mr. Lough) ... ree a ae ae izle be hae ... 1496 
479 ; ; : 
482 Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
484 ee a eee 
485 
485 HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 24th JUNE, 1902. 
486 
488 THE Marquess of Bute sat first in Parliament after the death of hisfather  .... 1497 
489 To To “ 
490 PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
491 , . . , ‘ ‘ , 
49] Richmond Hill (Preservation of View) Bill.—A printed copy of the Bill and 
49] of certain Amendments proposed to be made thereto, so far as the said Bill 
1499 and Amendments relate to the Dysart Estates, referred to two English 
¥ Judges ... = a aes bee th a ont “ad wee 1497 
West Hampshire Water Bill an L + —Commons’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to sn : ; ve ~ een vow DEST 
Great Central Railway Bill.— Reported, with Amendments ... il ... 1497 
499 Ticehurst Water Bill.—Reported, without Amendment a ase ... 1497 
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Ystradfellte Water Bill jum |]; (ON RecoMMITMENT.) — Reported, with 


Amendments 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill.—Report 
from the Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded vith 
the consideration of the ill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the ‘Table. The Orders made on the 6th and 
12th instant discharged ; and Bill comntitted 


Taff Vale Railway Bill [1.L.}.—Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons 
Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill.—Read 3*, and passed 


Bedford Corporation Water Bill ; South Metropolitan Gas Bill.—Returned 
from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to... : = P 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill{1.L.]; Gas Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [H.L.] ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [1.1.] ; 
E lectrie Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [H.L.|.—Read 3* (according 
to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons és ; : 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.}.—House in Committee 
(according to order): Amendments made ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
The Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next 


rong Provisional Order Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 
2) Bill—House in Committee (according to order): Bill reported without 
Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills to be read 3* on 
Thursday next ... 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill.—House in Committee 
(according to order); The Amendments proposed by the Select Committee 
made ; further Amendments made ; Standing Committee negatived ; the 
Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

BoarD OF EpUCATION. 


I. Supplementary regulations for secondary day schools and for evening 
schools, from Ist August, 1902, to 31st July, 1903. 


II. General Reports of His Majesty’s inspectors on elementary schools and 
training colleges, for the year 1901. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


VIvISECTION.—Petition for the suppression of the practice of ; of inhabitants 
of Bristol and Clifton ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


ILLNESS OF THE KING—POSTPONEMENT OF THE CORONATION. 


Earl Spencer 
The Prime Minister aa head Privy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) 


Pauper Children (Ireland) Bill [1.1.]—Reported from the Standing 
Committee, without Amendment, and to be read 3* on Thursday next 
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Immoral Traffic (Scotland) Bill [Second Reading].—Order of the Day for 
the Second Reading read. 


Lord Kinnaird — ... ‘st ae ae nee hea fic 13> DEOL 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2",—(Lord Kinnaird.) 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh)... ist seq MO 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2" accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


University of Wales (Graduates) Bill [Second Reading].—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Windsor ae si oe a ro ar ay ... 1502 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(Lord Windsor.) 
Earl Spencer a hate ee eb mr eae ie ssw LOUD 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Tuesday next. 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Five o'clock, to Thursday 
next, a quarter past Four o clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 241TH JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bills {Lorps].—(Standing Orders not previously inquired into com- 
plied with.) Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that in the case of the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz :— 





Nottingham Corporation Bill {Lords]; Edgware and Hampstead Railway 
Bill { Lords }.—Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time ... ... 1503 


Belfast Corporation Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to ... 1504 
Rickmansworth Gas Bill [Lorps]._-Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments _... eas ey ee es ans en Fe 1504 


ComMons REGULATION (SopBURY) PRovIsSIONAL ORDER.—Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, for the regulation of 
the Commons in the parishes of Chipping Sodbury, Old Sodbury, and 
Little Sodbury, in the County of Gloucester, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Hanbury and Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... ae ie ee ... 1504 


Commons Regulation (Sodbury) Provisional Order Bill.—Ordered, That, 
in the case of the Commons Regulation (Sodbury) Provisional Order Bill, 
Standing Order 193a be suspended, and the Bill be read the first time. 
(The Chairman of Ways and Means.)... ts on ‘iat ee ... 1504 
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Commons Regulation (Sodbury) Provisional Order Bill.—‘ To confirm 
the Provisional Order under the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, for the 
regulation of the Commons in the parishes of Chipping Sodbury, Old Sod- 
bury, and Little Sodbury in the County of Gloucester,” presented and read 
the first time accordingly ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 250.] ... 


Medway, and Thames Canal Bill [Lorps].—-Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Railway Bills (Group 9).—Mr. Tarron Ecrerton reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 9 of Railway Bills ; that, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


London United Tramways Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed ius ne ee “ 


STANDING OrDERS.—Resolutions reported from the Committee. 


* That in the case of the Fleetwood Urban District Council, Petition 
for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the parties 
be per mitted to proc eed with their Bills.” 


“That in the case of the Weardale and Shildon District Water Bill 
[Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” ; in ies dis , 


Resolutions agreed to. 


FLEETWOOD Urban District Councit.—Report [this day] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Worsley-Taylor and Mr. Helme 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to, London Government 
Scheme (Southwark) Bill, Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill, 
without Amendment ; Kent Water Bill, West Ham Gas Bill, South Wales 
Electrical Power Distribution Bill, City of London (Streets) Bill, now, City 
of London (Public Health) Bill, Knaresborough Improvement Bill, with 
Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Beccles Water, Burnham and Dis- 
trict Water, Croft (Leicestershire) Water, Borough of Portsmouth Water, 
and Woodford Halse Water.” [Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
{ Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water Works Facilities 
Act, 1870, relating to Bridge-of-Earn Gas, Clay Cross Gas, Harwich Gas, 
and Hornsey Gas.” [Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
granted by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Ardsley East and West, Barton Regis, Blaydon, Chester- 
le-Street, Chureh Stretton, Lees, Lower Bebington, Newburn, Seghill, Ears- 
don, and Tynemouth ( Rural), and Stanley (Y orkshire).” [Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]. 
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Page Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
188%, and The Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, relating to Carnous- 
tie, Dumbarton, Glasgow (Kinning Park), Govan (Extension), Nairn, and 
St. Andrews.” [Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [Lords]. 

1504 Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for incorporating the Piccadilly, City, 


and North-East London Raifway Company, and for empowering them to 
construct railways from the London United Electric Railways at Hyde 
1504 Park Corner, in the Parish of St. George's, Hanover Square, through 
London to Tottenham and Palmer's Green, Southgate, in the City of 
London, and in the counties of London and Middlesex ; and for other pur- 
poses.” [Piceadilly, City, and North-East London Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for incorporating the London United 
Electric Railways Company, and for empowering them to construct rail- 
1504 ways from Hammersmith to Hyde Park Corner, and from Clapham Junction 
to the Marble Arch, in the County of London: for authorising agreements 
between the said company and the London United Tramways (1901), 
1504 Limited, and others; and for other purposes.” {London United Electric 
Railways Bill { Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to authorise the alteration of the 
railways of the Great Northern and Strand Railway Company and the 
transfer of their undertaking and powers to the Brompton and Piccadilly 
Circus Railway Company, and for other purposes.” [Great Northern and 
Strand Railway Bill | Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confer further powers on the 
me Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Company for the construction 
1505 of new railways and works, and for the use of part of the Metropolitan 
District Railway, to extend the time for compulsory purchase of land and 
completion of works, and to authorise working and other agreements with 
other companies; and for other purposes.” |Brompton and _ Piccadilly 
Circus Railway (New Lines, ete.) Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confer further powers on the Great 
1505 Northern and City Railway Company, and to extend the time for the 
completion of the authorised railway of that Company ; and for other pur- 
poses.” {Great Northern and City Railway Bill {Lords}. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act for conferring further powers upon 
the Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Company ; for author- 
ising agreements with the Metropolitan District Railway Company, the 
South Eastern and Chatham Railway Companies Managing Committee, the 
South Eastern Railway Company, and the Baker Street and Waterloo 
Railway Company ; and for other purposes.” Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) Bill {Lords}. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to empower the Charing Cross, Euston, 
and Hampstead Railway Company, to extend their authorised railways to 
Highgate ; and for other purposes.” [Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
stead Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to extend the time for the compulsory 
purchase of lands for and completion of the railways and works authorised 
by the North-West London Railway Act, 1899 ; and for other purposes.” 
{North-West London Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act vo confer further powers on the Baker 
Street and Waterloo Railway Company.” [Baker Street and Waterloo 
Railway Bill { Lords]. 
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Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to incorporate the Mexborough and 
Swinton Tramways Company, and to empower that Company to make and 
maintain tramways and other works; and for other purposes.” [ Mex- 
borough and Swinton Tramways Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to incorporate the Saddleworth and 
Springhead Tramways Company, and to empower that Company to 
make and maintain tramways and other work#; and for other purposes.” 
{Saddleworth and Springhead Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to extend the periods for taking lands 
for and for the construction and completion of the light railway and tram- 
ways transferred by and authorised by the Hastings Tramw: vs Act, 1900; 
and for other purposes.” { Hastings ‘Tramways Bill | Lords}. 


And also a Bill, intituled, “An Act for vesting in the Taff Vale 
Railway Company the undertaking of the Aberdeen Railw: ay Company ; 
and for other purposes.” [‘Tatf Vale Railway Bill [Lords] . 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. i) Bill [Lorps].—-Read the first time; 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
i Bill 253. | 

Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed, 


[Bill 254.] 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill | Lorps|.—Read the first 


time; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 


printed. [Bill 225.| 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill {Lorps}. Read the first 


time: referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Priv: * Bills, and to he 
printed. [Bill 256.| ... hae ; aoe rae 


Piccadilly, City, and North-East London Railway B Biil iho orDs|; London 
United Electrie Railways Bill | Lords]; Great Northern and Strand Railway 
ill Porn s|; Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railws ay (New Lines, &c.) Bill 
[Lords]; Great Northern and City Railway Bill [Lords |; Charing “tom 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) Bill (Lords) ; Charing 
Cross, Euston, and Hampstead ‘Railway (No. 2) Bill | Lords]; North-West 
London Railway Bill [Lords] ; Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Me xborough and Swinton Tramways Bill {Lords] ; Saddleworth 
and Springhead Tramways Bill [Lords] ; Hastings Tr: amways Bill [Lords] ; 
Taff Vale Railway Bill Lords}. —Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills oa ses : 


PETITIONS. 

EpuCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BiL1.—Petitions against: From Stockton-on- 
Tees; Gawthorpe; Batley ; Luton; Norwood; Woodhouse; Leicester 
(three) ; Scarborough ; Selly Oak ; Dursley ; and Durham ; to lie upon the 
Table mas aus ine aaa oe kaa ae ‘ 

Facrory AND WorksHop Act (1901) AMENDMENT BiLL.—Petition from 
Battersea, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table an ot ; 

Lonpon ELEcTIONS Bitt.—Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table : on ves sd aoe wd an i 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East INDIA (IMPERIAL SERVICE Force).—Return [presented 20th June] to be 
printed, [No. 238.] te ay 


Navy (Warter-Tupe BorLers).—Copy presented, of Report of the Committee 
appointed by the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty to consider certain 
questions respecting Modern Types of Boilers for Naval Purposes [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ... 


Boarp OF EpvucaTION (GENERAL ReEports).—Copy presented, of General 
Reports of His Majesty’s Inspectors on Elementary Schools and Training 
Colleges for the year 1901 | by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


joARD OF EptucaTion.—Copy presented, of Supplementary Regulations for 
Secon ~s ary Day Schools and for Evening Schools from Ist August, 1902, to 
31st July, 1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


CiviL SErviCE—UNESTABLISHED AND ESTABLISHED SERVICE—PENSIONS. 
Questions, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Treasury 


PROPOSED ALLOWANCE TO RESERVISTS REMAINING IN SoutrH AFRICA. 
(Juestion, Sir Blundell Maple (Camberwell, Dulwich) ; Answer, Treasury... 


ENLISTMENT—CASE oF G. W. McCracken.——Question, Mr. T. W. Russell 
(Tyrone, 8.) ; Answer, War Office 


LIGHT RAtLway—LInxcoLN-ScAWLEY.—Question, Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) ; Answer, Board of Trade 


MIDDLESBOROUGH SUPERINTENDENT OF MeERCANTILE MARINE.--—Question, Mr. 


Harris (Tynemouth) ; Answer, Board of Trade 


IDENTIFICATION OF Motor Cars.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, Local Government Board... 


BANK OF ENGLAND AND Powers or ATTORNEY.—Question, Mr. Boulnois 
(Marylebone, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Attorney General 


ILLNESS OF THE KING—POSTPONEMENT OF THE CoRONATION.—The First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) 


Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs)... 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
TimE-ExPIrED SOLDIERS.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 


of Dean); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) = alas is si ne Aes sa pe 


War OFFICE—COMMITTEE ON ROYAL ENGINEERS AND WORKS DEPARTMENT.— 
Question, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick an os 


Report ON MILITARY EpUucATION.—Question, adiane Norton (Newington, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ion ‘ : iets i < 
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DISEMBODIMENT OF MILITIA REGIMENTs. ne niga Norton ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick de a sas ‘ pn a oe 


Hone Kone DEFENCES. iaraaied Mr. Weir (Ross and haunted aia 
Mr. Brodrick ‘ . seh “ ‘ 


Hone Kone MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick as en fa aa a ae fa 


Hone Kone Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


INDIAN Propte’s INcoME.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) “ 


TRADE IN FIREARMS WITH EASTERN NATIVES.—Question, Mr. Whitley 
(Halifax) : Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord 
Cranborne, Rochester) na ae ane ve sie us ame res 


LICENSING OF STAGE PLAYS—MAETERLINCK’S “ MONNA GIOVANNA.”—Question, 
Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) , 


Wuite Estate, County CLARE.-—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E. )s Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) os ai 


IRISH TRAINING COLLEGES. nn Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham nen a sis ve +e ~ ss 


Post OFFICE AND CONTINENTAL LOTTERY CIRCULARS.—Question, Mr. Mansfield 
(Lincolnshire, Spalding)) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) sh ‘ 

EpvucaTion BiLt.—Question, Mr. Mansfield ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


3USINESS OF THE HovsE.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman and Mr. 
John Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... las 


THE Pus.Lic HoLipays.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr, A. J. Balfour 


Civi SERVICE EsTiMATEs.—Question, Mr. Fitzroy (Northamptonshire, S$.) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour a ae oes ms es Bs 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to, Royal Naval Reserve 
Volunteers Bill, without Amendment... a ae Ve aan 

REPAYMENT OF Loans By LocaL AvuTHORITIES.—Report from the Select 
Committee, with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | No. 239] 


IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER.—Ordered, That the Select Committee on the 
Imprisonment of a Member do consist of Seventeen Members. 
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Mr. Attorney Generali, Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, Mr. Atherley- 
Jones, Mr. Balfour, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. Dillon, Sir John 
Dorington, Sir William Hart Dyke, Mr. Halsey, Mr. MacNeill, Sir Herbert 
Maxwell, Sir Francis Powell, Mr. William Redmond, Mr. Edmund Robert- 
son, Mr. Lawson Walton, Mr. Wharton, and Mr. Wodehouse were 

accordingly nominated members of the said Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum of the Committee.—(Sir Villiam 
Walrond) ‘ £52 Pas ; aie ada ee aes ia SOB 


NEW BILLS. 


LoCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELANI). 


Mr. Wyndham Te 2 Kale ag ate oe ee —» LOZ? 
Mr. John Redinond Sa Ae a me ‘as er son ae 

Local Government (Ireland) Bill. “To further amend the Law relating to 
Loca! Government in Ireland, and for other purposes connected therewith,’ 
presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 251.] 

Registration of Motor Vehicles Bill. “To provide for the Registration of 
Motor Vehicles, and to amend The Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896,” 
presented by Mr. Scott Montagu, under Standing Order 31; supported by 
Mr. Chaplin, Sir Edgar Vincent, Mr. Arthur Stanley, Mr. Harmsworth, 

Mr. E. J. Tennant, and Mr. T. P. O'Connor ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, L5th July, and to be printed. { Bill 252] re nse bes sca Se 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 2: 
Amendment again proposed 
“Tn page 1, line 19, to leave out the words ‘ education other than 
elementary, and insert the words ‘secondary, technical, and higher 
education, and shall provide for the organisation and co-ordination of 
all forms of education, including the training of teachers, within their 
area.’ ”—-(Mr, Mather.) 
Question again proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Clause.” 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Jia) be i Sed «sc LOS 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 1, line 19, to leave out the words ‘ education other than 
elementary,’ and insert the words ‘secondary, technical, and higher 
education, and shall, amongst other things, provide for the organisa- 
tion and co-ordination of all forms of education, including the training 
of teachers, within their area.’ ”~-(Mr. Mather.) 


{{uestion proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


the Clause.” 


Sir Francis Powell (W tgair) me 

Sir Willian Harcourt | Monmenthehive, Wal 2 ide —s ad 

The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, 
Bristol, 8.) ... ners tnt data aes a oe 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S).. 

Sir Michael Foster (London Hf niversity)... 

Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somerset, E.) , oe 

Sir kdward Grey (Northumberland, Berw rick) 

Mr. Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) 

Mr. Walter Long . ot 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ~ moe is 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wilts hire, Cricklude)... 

Mr. Chaplin (L a Sle _— 

Sir Edward Grey .. 

Earl Percy (Kensington, S ') » ‘ 

Mr. Lloyd- George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) =e 

Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancasts r) 

Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E.) 

Mr. A. J. er seg 

Mr. James Lowther (Ke nt, Thanet) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Channing ( Northampton: shire, E.) 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice... : 
Mr. Bryce os 

Mr. Walter Long aia 

Mr. Mather 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 19, to leave out the word ‘may’ and insert the 


word ¢ shall.’ °—(Mr. Mather.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That the word ‘ may ’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir John -‘liaiaaaie (Gloucestershire, sane 
Mr. Bryce ... : 4 nS is 
Mr. James Low ther -r 

Sir Edward (rrey 

Mr. Chaplin 

Mr. L loys- Geor de. 

Mr. Jasper More (Shropshire, Ludlow) a 

Lord Willoughby de stink : Horne castle) 
Mr. Henry Hobhousi 

Earl Perey 
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Dr, Maenamara ... 1565 
Col. Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) . 1566 
Sur William Hart Dyke (Kent, Te 1567 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) .. 1569 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) i . 1570 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Wale n) 157] 
Sir Albert Lollit (Islington, S.) 1572 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 151 ; Noes, 251. (Division List No. 245.) 
(Juestion, “That the word ‘shall’ be therein inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
ILLNESS OF THE KING. 
Mr, A. J. Balfour ... 
Motion made, and Question, “That the Chairman do report progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again ”—( Mr. A. J. Balfour)—put, and agreed to. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill.— 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clanse 2 :— 
Mr. Bond ... 
Amendment proposed — 


“In Page 1, line 20, after the word ‘apply’ to insert the words 
‘all or so much as they deem necessary of.’”—(J/r. Bond.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir John Gorst 
Sir Albert Rollit 
Mr. Lloyd-George 


Question put and agreed to. 


Sir lll it Rollit 
Sir John Gorst 


Amendment made. 
Mr. Chaplin 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 22, to leave out all the words after the word 
‘year, to end of Clause, in order to insert the words ‘together with 
such further sums as they m may raise out of rates under this Act not 


exceeding the amount which would be produced by a rate of one penny 
in the pound.” ”"—( Mr. Chaplin.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause. 


Si a / 


Sir 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


John Gorst ~~ ‘a nes 
Ediard Swrarhes yy ( Somers shire, I.) ane 
(' ripps (Lancashire, Sire tford) 

Yorall (Nottingham, WV. ) = 
David ee Kirkdale) hans 
A. J, Balfour ... oe 
Chaplin 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. 


Alfied Hutton (Yorkshire, WAR, Morley) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page I, line 22, after the word ‘and’ to leave out all the words 


to the end of the Clause, and insert the words ‘is empowered to raise 


out of rates such additional sums as may be required.’ ”—(Mr. A/fred 


TIutton.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words ‘may spend such further sums as they 
tnink fit, provided that,’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. 
M r. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


A. J, Balfour ... sina i S 

Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rughy) . 

Warr (Liverpool, East Tovteth) : ; 
Whith y Thomson () Yorkshire, WA. Sh upton) 
Middlemore (Bir — N.) 

Br MO sc 

Duke (Plymouth) , 

Haidane (Haddingtonshire) 


Lord Willoughby de Ereshy 


Mr. 


Lawson ]Valton (Leeds, S.) 


Earl Percy... 


Mr. 
Mr. 


I] ‘hitley _ 
Herbert Lewis... 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 178; Noes, 135. (Division List No. 246.) 


It being after midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Irish VALUATION Acts.—Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to 
inquire and report what changes in the Irish Valuation Acts are desirable, 


in order 


to enable a re-valuation of rateable property in any district to be 


made on a basis equitable to all classes of ratepayers, and to be brought 
into force in an effective manner.—(J/r. Wyndham) 


MerrRovoLITAN WatTER ComMPANIES (ACCOUNTS).—Return ordered, “of the 
accounts, as they are respectively made up, of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies, and of the Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee, to the 30th day 
of September, and the 3lst day of December, 1901 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper No. 295 of Session 1901).”—(Mr. Grant Lawson) 
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TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKs, 1901.—Returns ordered (1) from each savings bank in 
England and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, containing, in 
columns, the naines of the officers, their respective salaries, and other allow 


8] ances, if any ; the amount of security each gives; the annual expenses of 
84 management, inclusive of all payments and salaries, for the year ended the 
S7 20th day of November, 1901; the rate per cent. per annum on the capital 
9] of the bank for the expenses of management; the rate of interest paid to 
92 depositors on the various amounts of deposit, and the average rate of 
93 interest on all accounts ; the number of accounts remaining open ; the total 
D4 amount owing to depositors ; the total amount invested with the Commis 


sioners for the Reduetion of the National Debt ; the balance in the hands of 
the Treasurer at the 20th day of Nevember, 1901 ; the total amount of the 
separate surplus fund on the 20th day of November, 1901; other 
7) assets, including estimated value of bank premises, furniture, ete.; 
the total assets; the total amount of Government Stock standing to 
the credit of depositors; the number and amount of annuities granted ; 
und the average cost of each transaction ; also the year in which busi- 
ness commenced in each bank, and the name of the day or days, and the 
number of hours in the week on which the banks are open for the 
deposit and withdrawal of moneys ; including in such Return a list of all 
such Savings Banks as, under the provisions of the Act 26, Vie. ¢., 14, or 
otherwise, have been closed and have transferred their funds, or any part 
thereof, to the Post Office Savings Banks; showing, in each case, the 
number of such banks, as well as the number and amount of depositors’ 
accounts so transferred, and the amount of compensation, if any, made to all 


v8 or any of the officers of such banks respectively ; and showing also the years 
JV in which such banks were respectively opened and closed, and the number 
2 and amount of their depositors’ balances, and the number of days and hours 
ys in each week on which the same banks were open for public business at the 
Jo close of the year next preceding the date of such closing ; distinguishing the 
J same, asin the Return, for each separate county, as well as collectively, for 
Mv England and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, and for the 
Mi United Kingdom ; and (2) for the year ending the 20th day of November, 
7 1901, showing the total number of depositors in trustee savings banks ; the 
ys total number of deposits ; the average amount of each deposit account 

LO the average sums paid in and drawn out ; the total number of persons who 
lI have deposited in single sums the entire amount allowed to be deposited 
[2 during the year (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 220 of Session 


1901).—(Mr. Mount.) 
PubsLic INCOME AND EXPENDITURE.—Return ordered, “ of Net Public Income 
and Net Public Expenditure under certain specified heads, as represented by 
Receipts into and Issues out of the Exchequer, from 1880-81 to 1901-2, 
inclusive (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 319 of Session 
1901).”—(Sir Henry Fowler.) ... ae es ies ote wa sso 2POLG 
ILLNESS OF THE KING. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... wea ae a TF tet ee ... 1618 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve o'clock. 


Enp oF TABLE OF CONTENTS TO VOLUME CIX. 


VOL. CIX. |Fourrn Series. | ] 














othe 


pecdin 





Ve 


hy the 


paeelive 


THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED 


EDITION) 


IN THE 
THIRD SESSION or tur TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT or THE 
Unirep Kincpom or GREAT BRITAIN anv IRELAND, IN THE 
Second YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY 


NINTH 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 6th June, L902. 
LORD KENSINGTON, 

Report made from the Lord Chancellor, 
that the right of Hugh Edwardes Baron 
I\ensington to vote at the elections of 
Representative Peers for lreland has 
been established to the satisfaction of the 
Lord Chancellor; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certiticates 
trom the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with :— 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
Ireland) Provisional Order. 


And that the further Standing Orders 
applicable to the fellowing Bills have 
been complied with :— 

Colwyn Bay and 

District Council. 

VOL. CIX. [FOURTH SERIES. | 


Colwyn Urban 


KING 


VOLUME 


EDWARD VIL. 


OF SESSION, 


Huddersfield Corporation. 

Kingscourt, Keady, and 
Railway. 

Leamington Corporation. 

London and India Docks 
Powers. ) 

London and North-Western Railway. 

North-Eastern Railway. 

North Metropolitan Electric 
Supply. 

Richmond Hill(Preservation of View). 

West Ham Corporation. 


Armi ch 


(Various 


Power 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
WATER BILL. 
to attend 


KENT 
A witness ordered 
Select Comn:mittee. 


the 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL, 
The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the 
Bill was withdrawn. 


CHIGWELL, LOUGHTON, AND WOOD- 
FORD GAS BILL [1.1 4, 
SCOTTISH EQUITABLE LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE SOCIETY BIL (H.1.]. 

Commons Amendments considered, and 


agreed to. 


A 











3 Returns, 
DUBLIN PORT AND DOCKS BOARD 
BILL. 


Read 2*, and committed : The Commit- 
tee to be proposed by the Committee ot 
Selection. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. L) 
BILL, 


CHARD GAS BILL. 
Read 2", and committed. 


GARSTON AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
AND ELECTRIC SUPPLY (TRANSFER) 
BILL, 

GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL, 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL, 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL | 


POWERS) BILL, 


NORTH METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 


YORK CORPORATION 


Da 
-> 


BLLL. 

Read and committed: The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL, 


MIDLAND RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 


SILL. 
Read 2", and committed. 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


Standing Order No. 93 considered 


(according to order) and dispensed with, | 


with respect to a Petition of the 
Borough Council of Westminster. Leave 
given to present the said Petition. 


BUCKIE BURGH EXTENSION AND 
BUCKIE (CRAIGENROAN) HARBOUR 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Buckie 
3urgh Extension and Buckie (Craigen- 
roan) Harbour—Was presented by the 
Lord Balfour (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1599, sections 8 and 9); read 1°; and 
to be printed. (No. 90.) 


{LORDS} 





Reports, 4 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (NO. 4.) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived: 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES. 
ETC.) BILL [u.1.}. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Amendments made: Standing 
Committee negatived: The Report oi 
Amendments to be received on Monday 
next. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (SWANSEA 
UNITED DISTRICT) (No. 2) BILL [ 11.1.) 

House in Committee (according to 
order). Bill reported without Amend 
ment. Standing;Committee negatived 
and Bill to be read 3° on Monday next. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1.) 
BILL [u.1. }. 

House in Committee (according to 
order). Amendments made. Standing 
Committee negatived. The Report oi 
Amendments to be received on Monday 
next. 


COATBRIDGE GAS ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [u.1. | 
Read 5° (according to order), 
passed, and sent to,the Commons. 


and 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
l*; to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 93.) 

RETURNS, REPORTS. 
DESTRUCTIVE INSECTS ACT, 1877. 
Order, dated the 5th day of June. 

1902, relative Colorado beetle. 

INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879-1899 (TRANS 
FERS OF INMATES OF INEBRIATE 
REFORMATORIES. 

Regulations made by the Secretary 
ot State for the Home Department, in 
pursuance of Section 6 of the Inebriates 
Act, 1898, respecting the transfer of 
inebriates from a_ certified inebriat 
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reformatory to a State inebriate re- 
formatory, from a State inebriate 
reformatory to a certified inebriate 
reformatory, and from one certified 
inebriate reformatory to another. 


PATENTS DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS ACTS, 1883-1901. 


Patent Rules, 1902. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Report by the Chairman of Committees 
of the House of Lords and the Chairman 
of Ways and Means in the House of 
Commons: That the provisions of the 
Highland and = Invergarry and Fort 
Augustus Railway Companies Order are 
of such a character that they ought to be 
dealt with by Bill and not by Provisional 
Order. 


Laid hefore the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


CORONATION OATH. 
Petition for alteration of : of Roman 
Catholies in Natal : read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
l*, to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Tuesday the 17th instant.—(7he Lord 
Balfour.) (No. 91.) 


ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE VOLUNTEERS 
BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 
l*; and to be printed. (No. 92.) 


Balance 
Court Date of 


Cesenel undistributed 

N: — 

Bankrupt. und Receiving , 
a 

No. Order. 


3ist Dee. 1898. 


{6 JUNE 1902} 


Reports. 6 
UNDISTRIBUTED BANKRUPTS’ 
ESTATES, 

THe EARL or MAYO: My Lords, in 
accordance with the notice standing in 
my name, | beg to move for a Return ot 
moneys of bankrupts’ estates not wound 
up, and still in the hands of whatever 
Government Department deals with these 
moneys—the Return to show the amount 
from each estate that has remained un- 
distributed during the last three years. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY of STATE 
FoR INDIA (the Eart of Hardwicke) : 
In the absence of my noble friend the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade, I have 
to say that the Board of Trade has no 
objection to the granting of a Return 
which will give, it is thought, the in- 
formation desired by the noble Earl. 1 
understand that the noble Earl has seen 
the form of the Return which the Board 
of Trade is prepared to give and has 
agreed to it. 

Return of Undistributed Moneys 
belonging to Bankrupts’ Estates under 
Bankruptey Act, 1883, in which the 
Receiving Order was made prior to 31st 
December, 1898, and the ‘Trustee was 
not released on 31st December, 1901, 
showing Name of Bankrupt, Court and 
and No., Date of Receiving Order, 
Balance of Moneys undistributed at 31st 
December, 1898. Amount of subsequent 
Receipts and Payments up to 3lst 
December, 1901, and Balance  undis- 
tributed at latter Date. 


Ordered to be laid before the House. 
(The Earl o} Muyo). 


Receipts and Payments Balance 
between 
3ist Dee. 1898 


and 31st Dee. 1901. 


undistributed 
at 
Receipts. 


Payments.  3lst Dee. 1901. 
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Loun 
LOAN BILL. 


[Second READING. | 
Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.— 
(The Marquess of Salishury.) 


*ViscountT GOSCHEN: With your 
Lordships’ permission I should like to 
make a very few remarks on this Bill, 
illustrating the extraordinary strength of 
the credit of this country. This Bill, 
authorises the issue of £32,000,000 in 
Consols. The issue has already taken 
place. The price of issue was £93 10s., 
and I understand the price today is 
about £97—that is for a stock which is 
practically a 25 per cent. stock, because 
next April the final stage in the conversion 
of the National Debt which it was my 
privilege to carry through, will have taken 
place, and the interest on the stock will 
be reduced from 2} to 24 per cent. The 
fraction of the } per cent. for one year 
may be eliminated, and practically these 
Consols may be regarded as 24 per cent. 
stock, and it stands now at 97, And 
under what circumstances of borrowing 
does it stand at that high figure? The 
country has borrowed £159,000,000 for 
the war. A portion of that, a compara- 
tively small proportion, has been borrowed 
on Treasury Bills; but what I may call 
the addition to the permanent debt. is 
£122,000,000—namely, £30,000,000 of 
War Loan and £92,000,000 of Consols. 
Therefore, the total addition of permanent 
debt is £122,000,000 besides the addition 
to the floating debt. And notwithstand- 
ing this vast sum whieh has been borrowed 
it is possible, so strong is the basis on 
which the credit of this country rests, to 
borrow this last £52,000,000 at the price 
of £93 10s., and to see them stand now 
at 97. One retrospect I should like to 
make in connection with these statistics. 
In 1888, when the conversion took place, 
the 3 per cent. Consol stock stood at 
about 101. The equivalent in a 2! per 
cent. stock toa 3 per cent. stock at 101 
would be that they would stand at about 
84 per cent. [| call your Lordships’ 
attention to this fact, that in 1888 our 
Consols, translated into 25 per cent., 
would have been worth about 84, and 
they stand now at 97; that is to say, the 
credit of the country has so improved, 
and the finances of the country have so 
been managed during the last fourteen 


- 


{LORDS} 


Bill, 8 


years—I think both circumstances ought 
to be put together—that that which in 
1888 would have stood, if it had been a 
21 per cent. stock at 84, now stands at 
13 points higher, and this after an 
exhausting war and after borrowing 
£159,000,000! I think the country may 
congratulate itself upon this situation, 
which shows that, besides its magnificent 
resources from the military point of view, 
the financial resources and the credit of 
the country have been adequate to the 
occasion, and that we have no reason 
whatever to despair of the financial 
position of the country. 


THe PRIME MINISTER and LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of 
Sauispury): I am sure your Lordships 
are very much indebted to my noble 
friend for the very interesting statement 
with respect to the present financial 
position of the country which he has 
given to the House. It is very interest- 
ing on general grounds, but itis the 
more so that probably he is the only 
man in the House who is capable of 
making such a statement. It is of very 


great importance that we should be 
assured, upon authority so high, that 
our monetary dealings, which un- 


doubtedly have not been distinguished 
by timidity of late years, have not 
seriously impaired, on the contrary that 
they seem rather to have strengthened, 
the financial position of the country. | 
can only repeat my thanks to my noble 
friend for a statement which will be 
widely read and which will give very 
great satisfaction. This House contains 
many elements of great expert know- 


ledge. Perhaps we are a little too 
sparing in keeping it to ourselves; but I 
think we may press upon my _ noble 


friend, what‘must have already occurred 
to him, that though the attendance on 
the occasion of statements of this kind 
cannot be described as numerous or 
enthusiastic, nevertheless the information 
which it is in the power of men like him 
to give, and which through the medium 
ot this House is seattered throughout the 
length and breadth of the land, is more 
important than many debates or 
discussions which might have a higher 
literary value. I hold that noble Lords 
who place their enormous, their un- 


paralleled aequaintance with public 
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affairs at the disposal of your lordships, 
and bring it within the knowledge of the 
people of this country. deserve our most 
sincere thanks. 


On Question agreed to. 


Bill read 2* accordingly ; Committee 
negatived; and Bill to be read 3* on 
Monday next. 

House adjourned at a quarter before 


Five o'clock, to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 6th June, 1902. 

The House met at Twelve of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BLLL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT SCHEME 
(SOUTHWARK) BILL. 


Read the third time. and passed. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions against: From Sheffield ; 
Great Barford; Bradiord; Masborough ; 
Ellistown ; Barnsley ; Curbar ; Erping- 
ham; Kirkby; and Silkstone; to lhe 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions for alteration : From Armley ; 
Leeds (five): Lower Wortley : Holbeck 
(two); Hunslet Carr; and Hunslet ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in fayour: From Lerwick ; 


and Sherborne (two): to lie upon the 


Table. 
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Reports, Ete. 10 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against: From Carshalton ; 
London ; St. George’s in the East ; and 
Heytesbury ; to lie upon the Table. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

Petition from Royal and other Burghs 
of Scotland, for alteration: to lie upon 
the ‘Table. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

Petition from Norwich, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 5th June; Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 202. } 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 5th June: Mr. Geruld Balfour) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[ No. 205. ] 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS ACTS. 

Copy presented, of Patents Rules, 1902 
under the Patents, Designs, and Trade 
Marks Acts, 1883 to 1901 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 

Copy presented, of proposed Amend- 
ment of the scheme relative to the 
efficiency of Volunteers under Order in 
Council, dated 4th November, 1901 | by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


DESTRUCTIVE INSECTS ACT, 1877 

Copy presented, of an Order dated 
the 5th June, 1902, relative to the 
Colorado beetle [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
POPULATION, NUMBER OF ELECTORS, 

AND REPRESENTATION. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{| Address 25th March ; Wr. Plummer] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 TO — 1899 
(TRANSFERS OF INMATES OF INE- 
BRIATE REFORMATORIES). 

Copy presented, of regulations made 
by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in pursuance of Section 
6 of the Inebriates Act, 1898, re- 
specting the transfer of inebriates 
from a certified Inebriate Reformatory to 
a State Inebriate Reformatory, from a 
State Inebriate Reformatory toa certified 
Inebriate Reformatory, and from one 
certified Inebriate Reformatory to another 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Sunday Delivery of Mails at Moyschool 
Lahinch, Clare. 

Mr. THOMAS O°7DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will grant a Sunday 
delivery of mails at Moyschool Lahinch, 
county Clare. 


(Answer.) The Postmaster General will 
consider the question of establishing a 
Sunday post to Moyschool Lahinch, 
county Clare, and the result shall be 
communicated to the hon. Member as 
soon as possible. —( Lost Office.) 


Accidents to Torpedo Boats and 
estroyers. 

Lorp BALCARRES — (Laneashire, 
Chorley): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he will state how 
many torpedo boats and destroyers have 
run aground or been in collision during 
the last two years. 


(Answer.) In 1900, two torpedo boats 
and one destroyer ran aground, and six 
torpedo boats and forty-one destroyers 
were in collision. In 1901, two torpedo 
boats and four destroyers ran aground, 
and five torpedo boats and fifty destroyers 
were in collision. Im many cases the 
collisions were very slight and no serious 
damage resulted. —(Adimniralty.) 


IMMORAL TRAFFIC (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[THirp READING}. 
Order for Third Reading read. 
Motion made and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.’—(CVUr. Cameron Corbett.) 


{COMMONS} 
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(12.12.) Mr. GALLOWAY (Manches- 
ter, S.W.), in moving “ That the Bill be 
recommitted for the purpose of inserting 
a penal provision,” said: My hon. friend, 
and those associated with him in piloting 
this Bill so far through the House, may 
be congratulated by the House in having 
made what is an honest and real attempt 
to deal with one of the evils which haunt 
us. I hope the Bill will have a success- 
ful course, and before long become the 
law of the land. It will be within the 
recollection of the House that in the 
year 1898 the Government passed a Bill 
to deal with this same subject in England. 
That Bill has been of considerable use, 
and, as the Home Office figures show, 
has very largely assistedin putting down 
this evil. I have made some inquiries 
at the Home Office, and since the 
passing of this Act in 1898 the Returns 
show that in that year—and that was 
only a portion of the year—there were 
thirty-nine prosecutions under the Act, 
and thirty-three convictions; that in 
i899 there were 104 prosecutions and 
eighty-one convictions ; and that in the 
year 1900 there were sixty-two prosecu- 
tions and forty-nine convictions. There 
are no figures available later than 1900, 
as the Police Reports presented to this 
House, which are returned to the Home 
Office, are exceedingly dilatory in their 
arrival, and consequently it is impossible 
to get any figures upto date. Nor, Sir, 
are these figures satisfactory, as they 
should show what amount of punish- 
ment has heen awarded in eases of 
conviction, since the amount of punish- 
ment is a point I wish to raise with 
regard to the Bill. I would like to 
remark, in passing, that it is somewhat 
interesting to notice that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Lord Advocate, when the 
English Act was before the House, in 
answer to a Question from an_ hon. 
Member on the other side, said it was 
not necessary for the Act to be extended 
to Scotland, because in Scotland at that 
time the police had ample power with 
which to deal with this evil. It has 
been proved very conclusively that that 
is not the case. Whether the enforce- 
ment of the Act in England has led to 
the migration of those who commit this 
abominable offence from England to 
Scotland, | am not prepared to say; but 
I am glad to see that my hon. friend 
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the Member for Peckham has put down 
a Motion to extend this Bill to Ireland, 
and if that is not carried today, I hope it 
will not be long before it is so extended. 

This Billis the outcome of the action 
taken by the Roman Catholic chaplain at 
the gaol in Glasgow, and we ought to bear 
our testimony to the zeal with which 
he has discharged his duty, and also to 
the newspaper which has brought to 
light the scandal of which he complained ; 
and I think the Lord Advocate would 
do well if he made inquiries as to the 
manner in which the Discharged 
Prisoners’ Aid Society does its work in 
Glasgow, because I feel it must do its 
work very badly if this has not been 
brought to his notice sooner. This is a 
class of crime of which he certainly 
ought to have had notice. The punish- 
ment provided in this Bill is only a 
portion of the punishment provided in 
the English Aet, and my contention is 


that the punishment is entirely 
inadequate to the enormity of the 
offence. It is my belief that. if you are 


going to use this Act efficiently, you 
must give power to those in authority 
to give a very much larger punishment 
than ljaid down in this Act, namely, a 
punishment of three months imprison- 
ment. This Bill is drawn exactly on 
the line of the English Act, except with 
regard to this particular section of the 
clause. This clause lays down that on 
conviction a prisoner may be sentenced 
by a Court of Summary Jurisdiction to 
a term of imprisonment, at the discretion 
f the Court, not exceeding three months 
hard The English Act 
says a prisoner shall be dealt with as 
under 5 George 1V., Chap. 85, and under 


with labour. 


that Act he can be dealt with in two 
ways. Section + of that Act says— 
‘Every person committing any of the 


offences hereinbefore mentioned, and having 
been convicted as an idle, disorderly person, 
shall be deemed a rogue and vagabond, and it 
shall be lawful for any justice of the peace to 
commit such persons to a house of correction, 
there to be kept to hard labour for a period 
not exceeding three months.” 

That is the offender can 
be dealt with first offence. 
But Section 5 that if 


f 
Offender has been convicted more than 


way an 
for a 


lays down an 


once he shall be treated as an incorrigible , 
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rogue, and Sub-section 10 points out the 
manner in which an incorrigible rogue 
can be dealt with. He can be sent from 
the Petty Sessional Court to Quarter 
Sessions, and there can be sent to hard 
labour for any time not exceeding one 
vear, and the justices can order, if they 
think fit, that such offender—not being a 
female—shall be punished by whipping 
during such imprisonment. I think it is 
plain that the promoters of this Bill have 
left out of the punishment which may 
be awarded for this offence one of the 
strongest deterrents that possibly could 
be enacted. Do not let it be thought that 
this sub-section of the Act of 1824 was 
repeated in the Act of 1898 without the 
House being cognisant of the fact. Mr. 
Pickersgill, a late Member of this House, 


when the Bill was before the House, 
moved to exclude Section 10 from the 
operation of the Act. The Attorney 


General who was in charge of the Bill 
accepted the Amendment. The Bill 
then went to another place, and this 
sub-section with regard to whipping was 
re-inserted and retained, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest 
of Dean protesting at the time. This 
offence is one of the few, if we are going 
to retain flogging at all, for which flogging 
ought to be inflicted. Other offences for 
which flogging can be inflicted are of a minor 
character compared to this. I find under 
the Slaughter Houses Act a man can be 
whipped for offences in connection with 
the disposal of skins of horses and other 
animals. A man ean be whipped for 
occupying premises without any visible 
means of support. A man can be flogged 
for leaving his wife and children without 
any means of support, and a man can be 
flogged for betting ina public place. | 
find under an old Act of William IV. that 
anyone sending any message or letter incit- 
ing to riot, and any person who inflicts 
any damage on cattle or flocks, can be 
fogged, and, under the Larceny Act, 
L861, the Malicious Damage Act, 1861, 
and Section 4 of the Criminal Law 
Amendment Act, 1885, which is the 
strongest argument in my favour today, 
a man ean be flogged. And, of course, 
Sir, there is flogging for garotting. I 


ask, whether any of the offences for 
which flogging is possible, and_ for 


which flogging is at this time inflicted, 
are as gross as the offence we are trying 
to deal with in this Act? 
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What are the arguments that can be 
used against it’ So far as I have 
made a study of the question, I have found 
that there are only four kinds of argu- 
ment. The first argument is that the 
punishment is brutal, and that if a muis- 
take is made it cannot be rectitied ; 
secondly,that there is no uniformity inthe 
inflicting of the penalty, because various 
judges take different views ; thirdly, that 
it is not a deterrent, and, fourthly, that 
it degrades the prisoner without reform- 
ing him. With reference to the first 
objection, | am the last person in the 
world to say you ought to punish a 
brutal crime with a brutal punishment, 
but there are surely degrees of punish- 
ment. I can imagine crimes which are 
committed in the heat of passion or 
through drink, which are of the most 
revolting or brutal character, but for 
which | think it would be hard to 
inflict the severe penalty of flogging. 
In these cases it is possible that by flogging 
you may do away with what little 
chance there is of reform in the man’s 
character. It may be that in some of these 
cases the man may have retained a 
vestige of selt-respect, which you destroy 
by subjecting him to the indignity ot 
flogging. I remember the arguments 
used in the discussion on the Corporal 
Punishment Bill, and although the 
offences dealt with there were not so 


degrading as the otlence dealt with 
in this Bill, and while I am quite 


ready to admit that if a mistake is 
made you commit an injustice you 
cannot recall, | should be quite willing, 


if my Motion is aecepted, for the 
insertion of a clause providing that 
the punishment should only — be 
inflicted when recommended by the 


jury and approved of by the judge. 
[ am willing that every precaution should 
he taken that no miscarriage of justice 
should arise, but I do say some such 
punishment should be before the villain 

I will not call him a man—who commits 
such crimes. With regard to the want 
of uniformity in the infliction of the 
penalty, because a man may be tried 
before those who take different views of 
flogging, | think that is deplorable. 
The Returns of the administration of the 
law in England from 1883 to 1889 show 


that Mr. Justice Day ordered 4,061 
strokes with the cat; that Mr. Justice 
Grantham ordered 740 strokes; that 


Mr Galloway. 
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some five or six other judges inflicted 
500 lashes and downwards, while some 
judges inflicted none at all. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon, 
Member is going beyond the scope of 
his Motion in discussing the action of His 
Majesty's judges. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: I was only trying 
to deal with the argument that the 
punishment, if inserted in the Bill, would 
not be uniform. As to the third conten- 
tion, that it does not deter a person from 
committing crime, [ submit that the other 
punishments in this Bill are not sufficient 
to effectually deter a man from committing 
the crime. The administration of the 
Act in England shows that the strengthen- 
ing power of the law which enables 
flogging does act as a deterrent, and | 
think the effect of this Act will be largely 
lost if we do not insert some such clause 
as I suggest. Then it is said it degrades 
aman and does not reform him. | admit 
that on some persons the infliction of 
flogging may produce salutary 
effect, while on others it may have quite 
the opposite effect. But is there any- 
one who can contend that such can be 
the case in offences of the kind with 
which we are dealing! We are dealing 
with an offence the most degrading in 
the social scale, and it is impossible to 
ask the House to believe that a man 
guilty of living on the proceeds of the 
prostitution of women can have any 
latent self-respect. It is because I believe 
that unless this clause is strengthened 
much of the effect of the measure will be 
lost, that [ make my Motion. I do 
believe that the insertion of this clause 
would not in any way check the progress 
of this Bill. When the Government 
dealt with the matter in 1898, very little 
time was taken in the discussion of the 
Bill. It got through with very little 
opposition, and the strengthening of this 
clause would not in any way jeopardise 
the position of the Bill. It would be 
a very unfortunate circumstance if, in 
legislating for this crime, we should make 
it possible for a man who committed 
a crime in Scotland to receive less punish- 
ment than he would in England, because 
it would be putting a premium on crime 
in Seotland. 


some 


(12.40.) Mr.’ H. ©. RICHARDS 


(Finsbury, E.): I beg, Sir, to second the 
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Motion of my hon. friend. I am glad 
to see the Lord Advocate in his place, 
because I should like to know on what 
possible ground Scotland should be 
treated differently to our own country. 
It may have been suggested that the 
incorporation in this measure of the 
Vagrancy Act would bring opposition 
from the other side of the House, but | 
earnestly hope my hon. friend is a true 
reformer, and will not be frightened by 
any argument of that sort. It would be 


absurd to attempt to check a great 
moral wrong by inflicting a different 


punishment in Scotland to that imposed 
in England. If the Bill passes in its 
present form, we may have in another 
year an hon. Member moving the 
Government to make the laws equal by 
removing the flogging penalty trom the 
English Act. One ot the most dis- 
tinguished men who ever sat in this 
House, the late Sir Charles Hall, sat for 
a number of years at the Old Bailey, as 
R-corder of London, administering the 
criminal law. Although he went there 
determined on no account to use the 
powers given him of ordering flogging, 
he found himself after a year’s experience 
compelled to use those powers, and he 
did use them. The Common Sergeant, 
now Recorder, who was also a Member 
of this House, had a similar experience. 
I hope Members of this House who are 
in earnest in dealing with this great 
moral wrong will not forget that it this 
measure is passed into law with a 
different penalty in Scotland than in 
England, it will be the thin edge of the 
wedge tor getting the law altered in 
England. It would be extraordinary, 
now that this has become public property, 
to deai with this offence less severely in 
Scotland than in England, so that these 
degraded persons who exist in large 
cities would only have to go north of the 
weed in order to carry on this infamous 
trattic. | hope the promoters of the 
Bill will aecept our suggestion, and if it 
is accepted I can assure them they will 
have no more willing supporters than 
ourselves in seeing this measure passed 


oO 
e 


into law. 


Amendment proposed— 


**To leave out all the words after the word 
ve,’ and add the word ‘ re-committed.’ ””"—( Mr. 
Galloway.) 


{6 JuNE 1902} 


(Scotlund) Bill. 1s 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. CAMERON CORBETT (Glasgow, 
Tradeston): My hon. friend has com- 
plained that the Vagrancy Act is not in- 
cluded in this Bill. Now, that English Act 
cannot be brought into the Scotch Bill. 
All we can do in legislating for Scotland 
on lines adopted in England is to tollow 
the English precedent as much as possible. 
The English Bill of 1898 provided that 
these offenders should be treated as rogues 
and vagabonds, and the sentences on 
rogues and vagabonds was applied. It 
is quite true that in England rogues 
and vagabonds became by repeated 
offences incorrigible rogues and vaga- 
bonds, but if anyone follows that clause 
in theold Vagrancy Act he will find that, 
though it was quite possible to bring it 
intoan English bill by reterence, it would 
be hardly possible to put in a new Bill 
many of those provisions which have 
become obsolete. The question there- 
fore whether Members are in 
favour of this Billor not. If hon. Members 
want this class of offenders to be dealt 
with, then they will support the Bill. It 
on the other hand they wish to kill the 
Bill, they will support the Amendment. 


becomes 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): ! 
hope the promoters of this Bill will 
stand firm, because if the Amendment 
suggested by my hon. friend the Member 
for South-West Manchester is inserted in 
the Bill, the promoters will find them- 
selves face to face with a considerable 
amount of opposition in this Hlouse and 
also in the country. Myhon. triend quoted 
a large number of offences for which the 
punishment of flogging can be inflicted 
in this country, but he forgot to state 
that there has been no case of flog- 
ging in Scotland at ali, for the very 
good reason that under the Act of 1862 
flogging of adult offenders was absolutely 
forbidden under the Scottish law. My 
hon. friend is trying to reintroduce into 
Seotland a form of punishment which is 
no longer in foree in that country, and 
which, as a matter of fact, has not been 
employed in that country since 1855, 
when the last flogging sentence was 
pronounced. In common with a large 
number of Members, I personally believe 
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we have too many flogging sentences in 
England, and | do not find, looking at 
the criminal records in Scotland, that 
the absence of this particular form of 
punishment in Scotland is responsible 
for any abnormal amount of crime. My 
hon. triend mentioned some of the 
arguments of those opposed to the 
practice of flogging, but I would only 
troublethe House with two opinions on the 
subject. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife, when dealing with 
this matter, referring to the time when 
garrotting was put down, denied that it 
was due to the infliction of flogging, but 
attributed it to the fearless administra- 
tion of the then existing criminal law, 
and the then Home Secretary, Sir 
Matthew White Ridlev, agreed. I am 
very sorry my hon. friend has again 
raised this matter in the House. I can 
assure the House if they desire this Bill 
to pass into law they will do their best 
to resist this Amendment. 


(12.50.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liver- 


pool, Seotland): I do not think 
the hon. Member for South-West 
Manchester quite appreciates that 
if this Amendment were carried the 


Bill might be defeated or indefinitely 
pos'poned. I know he does not contem- 


plate that result. He spoke with 
frankness, and [ have to say to him 


that several Members who have strong 
views about the question of flogging 
would find it necessary, if the Amend- 
ment were pressed, to offer the 
Bill not support but a vehement 
Opposition. I do not know whether that 
Opposition would be effective or not at 
this period of the session, but I think the 
hon. Member in charge of the Bill has 
been very well advised in resisting this 
proposal. [ am very strongly in favour 
of the Bill, especially hecause mv atten- 
tion has been called to the way in which 
these pests of society have been enabled 
to live on the unfortunate women of my 
own uationality whose great poverty has 
compelled them to leave their own 
country to live exposed to the temp- 
tations of a great city like Glasgow. 
There has been a good deal of agitation 
on this question, largely due to the exer- 
tions of a clergyman of the Catholic 
Chureh and to articles ina Catholic paper. 
I do not know whether the Lord Advo- 
cate has read these articles or 


Mr. Flower. 
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may say I took care the hon. Member 
for South-West Manchester should 
get a copy. I do not think I have 
ever read more poignant details of 
the wretchedness of these unfortunate 
women, and the difficulties they find 
in emerging from the abyss when 
once they have descended. There is 
the case of a girl brought up before one 
of the Glasgow Police Courts for im- 
morality. She was met by the clergy- 
man, who offered to-pay the fine, and 
if he had been allowed to pay the 
fine and secure the release oi the 
woman he further offered to send her 
to one of the homes for fallen women. 
Undoubtedly the unfortunate woman was 
ready to accept this offer, but at the same 
time a man appeared, who offered to pay 
the fine instead. This man was no 
relative of the unfortunate woman, he 
was pleased to call himself her friend, 
but he should really have described 
himself as a contemptible ruttian who 


was living on prostitution. There 
was no means of dealing with this 
person, who was allowed to pay the 


tine and to take the girl to the very 
house where she had lived before her 
practices had brought her before the 
Court. The girl, on learning that the 
person was there, consented to go, re- 
marking, however, that whenever she 
intended to do what was right someone 
always came in the way. This being my 
feeling in regard to the enormity of the 
offence, my hon. friend may ask why I 
do not support his Amendment. He 
has pointed out that this makes a dis- 
tinction between the law of England and 
the law of Scotland, but that exists not 
merely in regard to this offence but in 
regard to all others. Flogging is not 
practised in the Scotch prisons, because 
Scotch public opinion will not tolerate 
it. Its abandonment is all to the advan- 
tage of Scotland, and shows a sound, 
healthy, and humane state of public 
opinion. I entirely accept all the argu- 
ments against flogging which the hon. 
Member used. I think it is a brutal 
punishment, a punishment in which 
there is no uniformity in the action 
of the judges: that it isa punishment 
that does not deter; that it degrades and 
does not reform. May I say I attach 
most importance to the second of these 
arguments. [ am not alluding to any 
particular individuals when I say, that 
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om reading some of the sentiments ex- 
pressed On the Bench I heartily re-echo 
the sentiment of John Bright that the 
jst thing that ought to be done is to 
enda couple of judges to penal servitude 
ior life. Another thing which I wish to 
pint out is that it is foreshadowed that 
chis Bill ought to be extended to Ireland. 
[believe the hon. Member for Peckham 
has a Motion on the Paper to this effect. 
let me say quite frankly to the hon. 
Gentleman beforehand that if that 
Motion comes on I shall teel it to 
e my duty most strenuously to op- 
pose it. 1 have the gravest ap- 
wehension of any proposal to conter 
mn the police additional powers over 
shat are moral rather than criminal 
fences. We have examples in foreign 
ountries in regard to the action of 
ynts de inwurs, which prove that under 
idespotic Government those agents of 
rder use their powers for the purpose 
f blackmailing those who bv legislation 
re placed in their power. I was struck 
this 


jy some Statistics in regard to 
atter in England. In 1899 there 


vere 104 prosecutions and eighty-one 
sonvictions. | think that is an extra- 
rdinary gay, between the number of cor- 
rictions and the number of prosecutions. 
lt means that no tewer than twenty- 
three people were taken up by the police 
nd that the was not made out 
gainst them. That is nearly twenty- 
ive per cent. Anybody can see what 
n engine of oppression the proposal 
now before the House would be in the 
ands of an unprincipled police acting 
inder an unprincipled Government. 
lask the Lord Advocate not to vield to 


case 


the proposal of the hon. Gentleman. and 


stick to the Bil! in its present shape. 


*(1.4.) Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
RAHAM Murray. Buteshire): Perhaps 


twould be for the convenience of the 
fouse that I should state how the 
uatter strikes the Government. I 
atirely econeur with what was_ said 


vy the hon. Member for the Seotland 
livision as to our sympathy with the 
romoters of the Bill, and with the zeal 
ithe newspaper that brought forward 
that it considered to be a great scandal. 
When [ communieated with the Scotch 
fice my noble friend the Secretary for 
‘otland was very anxious to do what he 
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could to give a helping hand in the 
attainment of the objects in view. I 
need hardly tell the House that the 
Government was inclined to assume 
a friendly attitude towards a Private 
Member’s Bill rather than to frame a 
Bill of its own. My hon. friend behind 
me was kind enough to show me his 
Bill, and I may say at once that the 
Government entirely approve of 
the way in which it is drawn. | 
should like to say one. word of pre 
caution in regard to the proposal now 
before the House. We were anxious 
that no stone should be left unturned in 
grappling with what we believe to be an 
evil, but I do not think that people 
should be too sanguine. The hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down gave a 
narrative of the actual facts in connec- 
tion with the case of an unfortunate 
woman who was sentenced by a Glasgow 
magistrate, and who would have had to 
undergo imprisonment for a_ police 
offence in the nature of soliciting had 
not her fine been immediately paid by a 
man. The conclusion come to was that 
this was done in order to bring the 
woman back to her former practices in 
order that he might profit by her mode 
of life. The hon. Member said quite 
truly that there is good intention as 
well as bad. However this may be, it 
seems hetter that we, at any rate, should 
have all the powers of an Act which, it 
is said, has had a good etlect in England 
during the past few vears. With regard 
to the Motion to recommit the Bill in 
order to insert the penalty of flogging, 
the hon. Member for South-West 
Manchester has all through assumed 
that it is perfectly certain you can flog 
for this offence in England, but I do not 
think that that is clear. It is not for 
me, of course, to decide these matters as 
affecting England, but I can tell him as 
a lawyer with a certain amount of 
experience that I do not think it 
all clear that it is allowed. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will state what the 
Home Office thinks is the law. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I do 
not know about that. Until the point is 
decided it cannot be clear, and for this 
very good reason. ‘The English Act 
directs that the person who is convicted 


is at 
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*hould be deemed a rogue and vagabond 
within the meaning of the Vagrancy Act 
of 1824, and dealt with accordingly, but 
when you go to that Act you will find 
that the “rogue and vagabond” is quite 
a different person from the “ incorrigible 
rogue and vagabond ” who can be whipped. 
In this House, for instance, if an hon. 
Member obstructs once he is an obstruc- 
tionist, but if he does it twice he may be 
regarded as an incorrigible obstructionist. 
But that really does not help us to a 
decision the matter, for a Bill has 
heen passed amending the Vagraney Act 
of 1824. Under that amending Act so 
much of Section 10 of the Vagrancy Act, 
as relates to the punishment of whipping, 
is repealed. The House will at once see 
that this leaves the point absolutely un- 
touched. When you say that a person, 
convicted of the offence referred to in 
this Bill, should be treated as a rogue and 
vayabond, does that mean that he is to 
treated, not only as a “rogue and 
vagabond,” but also as an “incorrigible 
and vagabond” ! It is perfectly 
true, as has been said by my hon. friend 
behind me, that there is a Scotch statute 
which abolishes the punishment of whip- 
adults for offences against the 
person and property. In Scotland flog 
ging was only a penalty at common law, 
and not resting upon statute at all. Of 
course, the power of whipping juvenile 
offenders is one that still exists in Scot- 
land, and, personally, | think it ought to 
be used even more than it is. But the 
law being as it is, and the whipping of 


on 


he 


rogzue 


ping 


adults for offences against the person and 
property having been abolished in Scotland, 
surely it would be very curious to make 
aun exception for this particular olfence, 
which, though I throw no doubt on the 
nature of the persons who 
commit it, is not, perhaps, for brutality 
comparable to other offences which may 


miserable 


be directed against the person, and which 
at the present moment are not punished 


by whipping. I therefore think that my 


hon. friend was well advised when 
he put the Bill in this way, and 
1 could not give any countenance 
t the re-committal of the bill in 


order to introduce a clause which | do 
not think would square with our 
criminal system as it at present stands. 


*(1.12.) Mr. HEMPHILL (tyrone, 


N.) said he would certainly oppose the 
bill if the mover of it accepted the 
Mr A, Groham Murray. 
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Amendment proposed by the hon, 
Member for South West Manchester, 


He took the same view of the law as 
that expressed by the Lord Advocate. 
He altogether objected to extending the 
penalty of flogging. The tendency of 
all modern legislation was against it. [t 
was found that it acted not ag a 
deterrent, but, on the contrary, that it 
brutalised the offender without doing 
any good to society. It will be in the 
recollection of some hon. Members that 
two vears ago an attempt was made to 
extend the penalty of flogging in the 
case of juvenile offenders. but the Bill 
was thrown out on Second Reading, 
although it was very ably supported by 
most experienced Members sitting on 
the opposite side of the House. The 
whole argument of the hon. Member, 
who anxious to have this re- 
actionary Amendment introduced into 
a very useful Bill, is that the offence is 
an atrocious one. We are all agreed on 
that; but surely there are many 
atrocious offences, both according to the 
Jaw of England and Scotland, tor which 
the penalty of flogging has been 
abolished. ‘The only one in which that 
penalty has been retained for adults is 
where greit personal violence has been 
used, such as in garroting, but the Act in- 
tlicting the cat for that crime was carried 
during a panie in London, although | 
believe that it was not that Act which 
operated in putting down garroting. The 
crime in this case, though an atrocious 
one. is not a erime of personal violence 
but a sordid one, obnoxious to the moral 


Ss SO 


and social sentiment of the community, 
and | trust that the promoters of the 
Bill will not accede to the suggestion of 
the hon. Member, and that the Bill will 
be carried to a Third Reading without 
any Amendment. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire 


St. Albans): {| venture to appeal to 
the hon. Member for South West 
Manchester to withdraw his Amend 


: = 
ment for the re-committal of the Bill 
I may do so the more readily because my 


views on the subject of flogging are 
more in accord with his than those 
the last speaker. 1 sympathise with 
him in his desire to retain, and evel 


increase, the punishment of flogging. 


voted for the Juvenile Offenders Bills 
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jew years ago. I have no hesitation in 
saying that it is the crime which is the 
jegradation of the man, and not the 
oanishment ; and on that account I feel 
very strongly that the punishment of 
fogging ought to be preserved in many 
cases. [am not very sure, however, that 
shose men who live upon the earnings 
sj women are specially fitted for such a 
punishme nt. Genuine cases of rape or 
brutal violence will be more suitable for 
fogging. than for the sordid and 
iespicable offence which these men 
commit. It is not a brutal, violent 
offence, and therefore not suited for a 
violent punishment. [ would take 
exception to the tone of the promotor of 
the measure who seemed to suggest 
that any hon. Member who supported 


this Amendment was not sincerely 
desirous of seeing these men punished. 
| think it was a pity for the hon. 
Member to adopt that tone. My hon. 
friend the Member for South - West 
Manchester is as anxious to see these 
men punished as any one, and_ he 


brought forward his Amendment in 
spirit of hostility to or from 
feeling for the Bill. 
aid; Seotland., 


no 
a luke-warm 


There is this to be 


rightly or wrongly, has 
pronounced against adult punishment 


vith the cat; and I think it would be a 
mistake for us to go counter to the 
express wishes of that country. It is on 
that account that I feel myself unable to 
support my hon. friend in his Amend- 
ment. ‘The hon. Member for the 
Scotland Division stated that a number 
of innocent men had been prosecuted for 
this offence, but my hon. friend surely 
alowed his imagination to run away 
with him when he drew a sort of picture 
it a Government being so corrupt as to 
wring against their political opponents a 
tharge of being pimps, and having them 
convicted under this although 
they were innocent and God-fearing 
men. That is too absurd, and quite 
mpossible to realise. | think the 
English Act made it perfectly clear that 
these men were to be dealt with as they 


clause 


hid been under the Act of 1824 
—that is, if they were twice convicted 
they should be liable to the cat. Tam 
very desirous of seeing dangerous 


iffences to the community still punished 
with the eat, but I not like to 
ve it used as a punishment for incor- 


should 
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rigible obstruction in this House, for 
that would bring men for whom I have 
a great regard under it. 


(1.20.) Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, 
Peckham): I quite agree with my right 
hon. friend in saying that the hon. Mem- 
ber for Glasgow was a little unjust to the 
hon. Member for South-West Manchester 
when he stated that in moving the 
Amendment he wished to kill the Bill. 
The fact that the Bill has gone through 
all its stages after midnight shows that 
there has been no desire to wreck it. 
The Lord Advocate has cast some doubt 
as to whether the punishment of flog- 
ging is allowable under the English Act. 
He has not said it is not so. and there- 
fore I am inclined to think so: but in 
order to administer the punishment of 
flogging. the offender must have been 
twice convicted. After listening with 
great interest to the speech of the hon. 
Member for Scotland Division I must 
say that the case he told us about 
seemed to show that the punishment of 
three months imprisonment did not 
act as a deterrent. Undoubtedly, these 
men led a very easy and lucrative life by 
committing this offence, and the punisi- 
ment of three months imp risonmentis 
not sufficiently deterrent. 
mentioned by the hon. 
Scotland Division was very sad. where 
a woman who was anxious to change 
her mode of life was yet so much in the 
power of a man with whom she lived 
that she was compelled to go back to 
her old career. I[ think if this man was 
convicted of the same offence on a second 
occasion it would not be wrong to inflict 
upon him the punish ment of flogging. 
There is another point. How is it that, 
if this punishment is so much objecied 
to, it was not opposed when the English 
Bill came back to this Houss from the 
House of Lords The Bil went up to 
House of Lords without the 
punishment of flogging in it, but it 
came back with the Clause empowering 
flogging. and no one raised the slightest 


The case 
Member for 








the 


objection to it.+ Ido not see wh: 

t In (4) Debates, lxiv., 748, there is reported 
u cliscussion on the consideration oT the Lords’ 
Amendments. A division was taken on a 
motion to postpone their consideration for 
three months ; another division was taken on 
the Lords’ Amendment to leave out the clause 


repealing the 
1824.—[Ep. ] 


flogving section of the 


Act of 








27 Immoral Traffic 


England should be treated differently 
from Scotland. I hope that in the event 
of the Amendment of my hon. friend 
being carried the Government will give 
facilities for passing the Bill in its later 
stages. 


Mr. GALLOWAY : In asking leave to 
withdraw my Amendment, mav I be 
allowed to repudiate the charge which my 
hon. friend the Member for the Scotland 
Division made, that | was endeavouring 
by moving the Amendment to kill the Bill, 
because | wished this horrible crime not 
to be punished. In the course of my 
speech, I stated as clearly as I could that | 
desired that the Bill should be carried in 
its present form, rather than risk its 
loss by insisting on the punishment of 


tlogging. 


Question put, ‘‘ That the Amendment 
by leave be withdrawn. 


Leave having been refused, the 
Question ** That the words proposed to be 
left out stand part of the Question,” was 
put and agreed to. 


Main Question again proposed, ‘ That 
the bill be now read the third time.’ 


(1.27.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark- 
shire, Mid) said he wished to raise one 
or two points before the Bill was read a 
third time. The first clause said that— 

‘*Every male person who knowingly lived 

wholly, or in part,on theearningsof prostitution, 
or in any public place persistently solicited or 
importuned for immoral purposes, should be 
guilty of a crime and offence.” 
The question he wanted to ask the Lord 
Advocate was, ‘“‘ Was not this a crime at 
the present moment according to the law 
of Scotland?” Why should it in the 
face ot this Bill, and at this time of day 
be made to appear that this wa- a new 
crime altogether? He had another 
point. Sub-section 2 of Clause 1 said 
that— 

“Tf it was made to appear to a Court of 
Summary Jurisdiction, by information ¢n oath, 
that there was reason to suspect that any house 
or any part of a house was used by a female for 
purposes of prostitution, and that any male 
person residing in or frequenting the house was 
living wholly or in part on the earnings of the 
prostitute, the Court might issue a warrant 
authorising any constable to enter and search 
the house and to arrest that male person.” 


Mr. Baulury. 
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That was to say that the male person 
must be living in the house where the 
tratlic was carried on. But suppose the 
traffic was not carried on in the hous 
where the male person lived, but elsewhere. 
why should not power be given to enter 
the house in which the man resided! 
He asked why this special power 
to enter the house and apprehend the 
man was retained. He thought this 
special power was not needed in Scotland, 
and if it was not needed it had bette; 
not be put into the Bill. The Bill dig 
not go far enough, because the next point 
was that, though you were able to appre. 
hend a man for living on the proceeds oj 
this immoral traffic, no steps were take 
to put a stop to the traffic. So far ash 
knew, there was ample provision in the 
law for making this offence impossible 
It seemed to him that the Bill should 
have gone further: it should not only 
have given power to apprehend the man, 
but also to order the house to be shut, 
He approved of the Bitl so far as it went 
He thought that a Bill of this 
Was not so necessary ifor Scotland as fo: 
England. But if it were necessary, then it 
should have been carried a good dea 
further, 


Sort 


*\Nin. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said the 
hon. Member had asked whether the 
offence in Sub-section B was not already 
a crime according to the law of Seot- 
land. Undoubtedly it was not. It might 
be an indictable offence, but even then 
he should hesitate to whether 
the offence of “solicitation ” in the police 


say 


statutes was not always so phrased as to 
apply only to females, and not to men. 


Mr. BANBURY said he presumed he 
should bein order on the Third Reading 
to saya few words on the scope of the 
Bill, and to discuss the question of its 
application to other parts of the country. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: L think it would not 
be in order to discuss the desirability ot 
apply ing the Bill to England or Ireland. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time and _ passed. 
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UNIVERSITY OF WALES 
(GRADUATES) BILL, 
{[Turrp READING, | 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District): This Bill is one which I do 
not think will be opposed by any Member 
of the House. It was not opposed at any 
preceding stage, and I do not apprehend 
that any hon. Member will oppose it now. 
The object of the Bill is to give Welsh 
graduates the same status and the same 
privileges as are enjoyed by the graduates 
of the Oxford, Cambridge, and London 
Universities, and the more recently 
constituted Victoria University. There 


are certain anomalies surrounding the | 


position of Welsh graduates as to their 
entrance into the legal profession, which 
ought to be removed. For instance, if a 
Welsh graduate wishes to be a solicitor, 
he has to be articled for five years; if a 


graduate of Oxford or Cambridge wishes | 


to be asolicitor, he only has to be articled 
for three years. There is no reason for 
any such inequality, and the object of 
this Bill is to remove it. I beg to move 
that the Bill be read a third time. 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


MIDWIVES BILL, 
Bill as amended by the 


Committee, considered. 


(1.40.) Mr. T. P. O° CONNOR moved— | 


after Clause 6, to insert 


‘*In page 4, 
* Where a person whosename 


following clause: 


is entered on the roll of midwives has, either | 


before or after the passing of this Act, and 
either before or after her name is so entered 
on the roijl, been convicted, either in 
Majesty's dominions or elsewhere, of an offence 
which, if committed in England, would be a 
felony or misdeameanour, or been guilty of 
any disgraceful conduct in her practice as a 
midwife, that person shall be liable to have 
her name erased from the roll. 


the case of a person alleged to be liable to 
have her name erased under this section, and, 
on proof of such conviction or of such dis- 
graceful conduct, shall cause the name of such 
person to be erased from the roll.” 

He was quite aware that the hon. 
Member in charge of this Bill, who had 
conducted it so ably, had pointed out that 
provision was already made in the Bill 
for particular cases. It was true that 
Sub-section 50, Clause 3, might be held 
to cover this case, but it was desirable 
that there should be no doubt on the 
point. 
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|sex, Horsham) said if the hon. Member 
| considered the 
| not sufficient to meet the object he had 


Standing | 


the | 


The Midwives | 
Board shall cause inquiry to be made _ into | 


Bill. 30 
Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sus- 


words of the Bill were 


he (Mr. Johnstone) would 


new clause. 


in view, 
accept the 


New clause brought up, and read the 
first and second time, and added. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said he hoped the 
hon. Gentleman would see his way also 
to accept the new clause he now moved. 


New Clause— 
se To 


clause : 


insert, after Clause 8, the following 
‘Every Councillor of a county or ofa 
| county borough shall inspect or cause to be 
inspected from time to time any premises 
Wherein any woman receives or proposes to 
receive, as a midwife, a pregnant or lying-in 
woman, and if such premises shall, in the opinion 
oi the Council, be tit for the reception of a preg 
nant or lying-in woman, the Council shall issue 
a certificate to that effect, upon payment by 
the midwife of such fee as may be tixed by 
the Council, and shall enter such premises upon 
a register to be kept by the Council. (2) Any 
woman, whether certified or licensed under this 
Act or not, who, after the Ist day of January, 
1903, shall receive as a midwife a pregnant or 
lying-in woman in premises which shall not 
have been certified by the County Council or 
Council of a county borough as fit for the 
reception of such a woman under the provisions 
of this Act, shall be guilty of a misdemeanour, 
| and on conviction on indictment shall be liable, 
| at the discretion of the Corrt, to a fine not 
exceeding ten pounds, or to imprisonment for 
}any term not exceeding two months, with on 
| without hard labour, or to both fine and 
imprisonment, or on summary conviction to a 
| 
| 
| 
| 


fine not exceeding ten pounds.’ "(.W/7. Galloway.) 


brought up, and read the first time. 


His | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


(1.48.) Mr. HEYWOODJOHNSTONE 
pointed out that this new clause rather 
went beyond thescope of the Bill, because 
it provided for inspection by the county. 
Clause 7 already provided for the homes 
of these women in the ordinary way. 
He could not accept the new clause. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR did not think 
the hon. Member realised the extent of 
the evil that the hon. Member for South- 
West Manchester sought to prevent. 
Most of the homes were nothing e!se 
than places kept for the practice of 
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criminal offences. He himself had had 
to stand the strain of long legal proceed- 
ings arising out of a case that he had 
exposed in a newspaper. As a matter of 
fact, the number of these so-called lying- 
in homes was very large, and in many 
parts of the country they had become a 
public nuisance. As the Bill stood at 
present, there was very little remedy 
against these homes, and they would be 
able to flourish as well after the passage 
of this Bill as before. That was the 
point the hon. Gentleman did not realise. 
The hon. Member was anxious that a 
reform should be brought about, and in 
his anxiety to get some reform passed he 
did not realise the evil he would allow to 
exist if he did not accept this Amend- 
ment. It was not unreasonable to ask to 
have an inspection of lying-in homes. 
He thought it should be the duty of the 
County Councils to inspect these homes, 
and he supported the new clause. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) expressed the opinion that if 
this Bill became law this clause would 
have to be passed sooner or later. These 
homes were very often great fomenters of 
immorality, and places where immorality 
was concealed and malpractices took place. 
None of them, however, could be carried 
on with efficiency without having a 
certain amount of connection with the 
medical profession. When any sickness 
or illness occurred in them, there must be 
a member of the registered medical pro- 
fession called in to look after the cases. 
But this guarantee would be removed if 
the Bill passed in its present form. 
These homes would be entirely officered 
and worked by persons registered under 
the Bill; and, therefore, the guarantee 
against malpractices and immorality would 
be smaller than under the existing state of 
the law. later it would be 
incumbent on the House, whether in this 
Bill or not, to look after these places 
when women were once licensed to prac- 
tice the art of midwiferv. As there was 
l danger to society involy ed, he supported 
the clause of the hon. Member. 


s« ner or 


Dre FARQUHARSON — (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) said everyone recognised the 
immense importance of the fact that the 
inspection of the sanitary conditions of 
these homes was necessary, but he was 
not clear that the clause might not be 


Mr. » pd Or Onnor. 
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held to apply to private houses. The 
wording of the clause was a little loose, 
and might give rise to a great deal of 
inconvenience and expense. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE rog 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
t{iTCcHIE, Croydon): When I saw this clause 
on the Paper, I thought it hardly came 
within the title of the Bill. It certainly 
does not deal with any matter which js 
germane to its main principle—that js 
to say, that every woman who desires 
to practise the art of midwifery must 
obtain a certificate. This clause goes 
considerably beyond that. I think it 
certainly would apply to every private 
house, and it might be enforced against 
any lady who takes a relative in to nurse, 
I would ask my hon. friend not to press 
the clauge at this stage. I will consider 
the subject in order to see whether it 
ean be dealt with in another place, 
so as to prevent houses from being used 
for purposes for which they are not 


fitted. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said he only in- 
tended the clause to apply to these lying- 
in homes, and certainly did not intend 
that it should apply to private houses. 
Of course, if the right hon. Gentleman 
pledged himself that such a clause 
should be inserted in another place, he 
would be quite satisfied. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I can give no such 
pledge as the hon. Member asks. | can- 
not control the action of the other 
House. The proposal of the hon. Member 
is very wide, and I will consider what can 
be done. 


Mr. GALLOWAY thought that under 
those circumstances it would be better 
to insert the clause and let it be amended, 
if carried, in another place. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) — said 
there was a very strong feeling in 
the House upon this subject, and he 
hoped that, whatever was done hereafter, 


those who watched over the matter 
would have regard to this evil. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co.. 5%.) 


thought the undertaking given by the 
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right hon. Gentleman was of an ex- 
tremely vague character, and he hoped 
circumstances 
Member would go to a division. 
the one hand there was the hon. Member 
for the Horsham Division and those who 


under the 
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hon. Association. 


On 


the 


supported him, who were against this 


clause ; on the other there was the 


Medical Association, which 
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of .it. Of{the two he certainly favoured 
the opinion 


of the British Medical 


(1.58.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 63; Noes, 
(Division List No. 205.) 


(2412s) 
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(2.41.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR moved 


to leave out Clause 9, and insert the 
following clause 

‘““No woman shall hold herself out as a 
practising midwife in any county or county 
wrough without having previously obtained 
from the local supervising authority a licence 
enabling her to practice therein, which licence 
shall be granted on proof by the woman that 
her name is on the midwives roll. The licence 
shall remain in force till the thirty-tirst day 
of December following, and shall be revocable 
at any time by the local supervising authority 
in case the holder be proved to the satisfaction 
of the Central Midwives Board to have in- 
fringed any of the regulations framed under 
this Act. The licence shal! lie issued on pay- 
ment of a fee of one shilling; it shall only be 
available in the county for which it is issued, 
and it shall be renewed annually on the first 
day of January.” 
He said he did not know whether the 
conditions stated in the clause he now 
proposed quite followed those of the 
licence given by the Home Oftice in 
reference to vivisection, but he ap- 
proached that form of licence as closely 
as he could. As a matter of fact, the 
licence he proposed was of a much less 
stringent character than that for vivi- 
section. In the case of vivisection the 
vivisector had to define for the purposes 
of his licence not only the particular 
object for which he proposed to operate 
on an animal, but the particular portion 
of the animal which he wished to vivi- 
sect. That was very stringent, but not 
more stringent than the necessities of 
the case demanded. He was entitled to 
say that if this stringency was necessary 
in the case of those dumb animals 
he was not going beyond reason in 
asking that the licence given to a woman 
who practised midwifery should also be 
of a stringent character. There was no 
doubt that the proposed licence would 
act as a great restraint against mal- 
practices on the part of those women. 
The fact that the licence was to be 
of a temporary character clearly pointed 
out to the licencee that it could only 
he retained by proper The 
limitation provided that the 
licencee could only practise within a 
district, 
the authority of the 
they 


conduct. 
which 
particular safeguarded — and 
hedged 
local 

able to keep entirely under their own 
survey and control the persons who 
obtained licences from them. He did 
not see how the clause he proposed could 


round 


body, because would be 
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be objected to on the ground of hard- 
ship in any way. The small charge ofa 
shilling could not be described as in any 
sense prohibitive. and in return for that 
the woman would get the advantages of 
equal competition with all the other mid- 
wives in the district. The effect of this 
licence also would be to give a_ better 
opportunity, which might be necessary in 
many cases, in determining the identity 
and locality of practice of the midwife 
who took out the licence. The House 
must always bear in mind that there 
was no department of medical practice 
where there ought to be greater caution 
and closer supervision than in midwifery. 
He said that because midwifery was 
quite an art, and by no means a very 
easy art. Many women were perma- 
nently disabled in body, and, what per 
haps was worse, disabled in mind through 
badly practised midwifery. But apart 
from that everybody knew that mid- 
wifery was often the greatest source of 
criminal practice. There were two 
crimes known in medical practice which 
were equally serious—the crime of 
poisoning and the crime which was 
associated with midwifery. Under these 
circumstances he was bound to say that 
every precaution should he 
brought forward to see that the women 
licensed to carry on this most dangerous 
and complex practice were properly safe- 
cuarded. 


pe ssible 


Clause brought up, and read the first 
time. 


Motion made, and, Question proposed 
“That the clause be read a second time. 


“Mr. HEYWOODS JOHNSTONE said 
that what was proposed in the clause 
moved by the hon. Member was already 
provided for by clause 9, which was as 
tollows— 


“Every woman certified under this Act 
shall, hefore holding herself out as a practising 
midwife, or commencing to practise as a mid- 
Wife in any area, give notice in writing of her 
intention so to do to the local supervising 
authority, or to the body to whom for the time 
being the powers and duties of the local super- 
vising authority shall have heen delegated 
under this Act, and shall vive a like notice in 
the month of January in every year thereafter 
during which she continues to practise in such 
area. 
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‘Such notice shall be given to the local 
supervising authority of the area within which 
such woman usually resides or carries on her 
practice, and the like notice shall be given to 
every other local supervising authority or 
delegated body within whose area such woman 
at any time practises or acts as a midwife, 
within forty-eight hours at the latest after she 
commences so to practise or act. 

Every such notice shall contain such partieu- 
larsas nay be required by the Rules under 
this Act to secure the identification of the 
person giving it; and if any womaa omits to 
give the said notices, or any of them, or know- 
ingly or wilfully makes or eauses or procures 
any other person to make any false statement 
in any such notice she shall on summary con- 
viction be liable to a fine not exceeding five 
pounds,” 


There was very little difference in sub- 
stance between entering upon practice 


after giving written notice, and after 
obtaining a licence to practise. The 


very idea of having to take out a 
licence was objectionable to the minds of 
the women who practised midwifery. 
There was the further dithculty if the 
new clause were accepted that the 
midwife would be compelled to take out 
a licence for every district in which she 
practised. A woman’ who practised in 
rural districts would have to take out 
five or six licences. The object the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division 
desired to obtain was already provided 
for in the way experience had shown to 
be very practicable in the Infant Life 
Protection Act. 


“Str FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan 
expressed the hope that the House would 
not accept the clause proposed by the 
hon. Member. At first he was strongly in 
favour of the licensing of midwives, but 
now he gladly accepted the proposal in 
the Bill as it stood. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) 
supported the new clause. He did 
not see any reason why it should not be 


adopted. The authority granting a 
licence would have much stronger 


control over the midwife than if she 
were allowed to practise after giving 
notice. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
said if the suggestion of the hon. Member 
for the Scotland Division were adopted 
it would make the Bill practically in- 
operative in South London. A large 
number of these women would be obliged 
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to take out licences in half-a-dozen 
different areas, and they would find 
difficulty in doing so. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) said that 
under Clause 9 a woman would be 
obliged to give notice in writing of her 
intention to practise as a midwife, and 
that being so there could surely be no 
objection to her being asked to take out 
a licence, which would only cost a shilling. 
The fact of her taking out a licence 
would be an additional guarantee that 
she was qualified, because the local 
sanitary authorities would take care 
that the woman was qualified. Only 
the other evening he was called to a very 
difficult case, which had been going on 
from Tuesday until Saturday. The 
woman would have died if a medical 
man had not been called in. If 
the woman who was attending to 
the case had had a licence the sanitary 
authority would have struck her off the 
roll, but as she required no licence she 
could snap her fingers at any sanitary 
authority. 


(2.55.) Question put. 


The House divided. 


When the Tellers, Mr. T. P. O'Connor 
and Mr. Galloway, for the * Ayes,” and 
Mr. Johnstone and Captain Norton for 
the ‘Noes,’ appeared at the Table, 
Mr. Johnstone announced the figures 
as:—-Ayes, 59; Noes, 128. There were 


gr? 


persistent cries of “ Order, order ! 


*Mr. CUMMING MACDONA 
(Southwark, Rotherhithe): May I rise 
to a point of order. After voting in 
the *‘No” Lobby, I went by mistake 
into the ** Aye” Lobby. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
voted in the ‘‘No” Lobby, I presume 
his name has been reckoned among the 
** Noes.” 


*Mr. CUMMING MACDONA : Yes, 
Sir. I did not vote in the “ Aye” Lobby, 
but the teller in the “Aye” Lobby 
insisted on counting me. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: The hon. Mem- 
ber was in the “Aye” Lobby, and I 


‘insisted on counting him. 


B 2 








39 Midwives 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Is the hon. Gentle- 


man’s name put down on both sides ? 


Mr. GALLOWAY: Yes, Sir; I believe 
on both sides. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the Tellers are 
agreed that the hon. Member’s name 
has been put down upon both sides, of 
course I must ask the hon. Member on 
which side he first voted. If they are 
not agreed, I shall take the return of 
the Tellers. The “Ayes” are 59, and 
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the ‘“‘ Noes” are 128, so the ‘‘ Noes” have 


it. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): May I ask how it is possible 
for an hon. Member to get into both 
Lobbies ? 


No answer was given to the hon. 
Member. 
Division List 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone 
and Captain Norton. 





(3.10.) Dk. AMBROSE : 
as an Amendment— 


I beg to move 


“Clause 1, page 1, line 6, after ‘shall, insert 
‘habitually and for gain attend women in 
childbirth or shall.’” 


The insertion of the words, “habitually 
and for gain attend women in childbirth ” 
has been suggested by the British Medical 
Association, and on a former occasion 
they were accepted by the Lord Presi- 
dent of the Privy Council. The Bill 
ot 1900 contained these words, and their 
inclusion in this Bill is the only guarantee 
that unqualified women will be prohibited 
irom practising. In the Rotunda Hospital 
in Dublin, which is one of the best insti- 
tutions of its kind in the world, the 
percentage of fatal cases is very high, 
although antisepties are used and every 
precaution is taken. If that is the ease 
in such an excellent institution, it is an 
additional reason for placing a safeguard 
to prevent unqualified midwives taking 
charge of women in childbirth. In 1899, 
out of 11,958 easesin the Rotunda Hospital, 
there were 1,196 cases of abnormal pre- 
sentation, and the puerperal fever cases 
—the very class of cases that would he 
propagated by unqualified midwives—was 
The hon. Member for West Aber- 
deenshire on the Second Reading of the 
Bill said that parturition was a very easy 
process, and that a child's head was as 
round as a pea. 


SO4. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : What I said 


was, “in a large proportion of cases. 


Dr. AMBROSE: When I look at the 
hon. Member's head it seems to me rather 
long. If such words as I have included 
in my Amendment are not inserted, fatal 
results in cases of puerperal fever, insani- 
tary conditions, and abnormal presenta- 
tions, will be far greater in proportion to 


those at present recorded in the Rotunda | 


Hospital. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 6, after the word ‘shall, to 
insert the words ‘habitually and for gain 
attend women in childbirth, or shall.?’°—(/r. 
Ambrose.) 


Question proposed, * That those words 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I do not 
wish to complain of a want of courtesy 
on the part of the hon, Gentleman, 
but I think he should have given his 
views to the House on the Amendment 


before other hon. Members were called 
upon to speak. The hon. Gentleman 
must be aware that this Amendment 


is very vital to the Bill; and it is not 
right that it should be passed or rejected 
suh silentio. | earnestly appeal to the 
promoters of the Bill and to the Home 
Secretary to meet the opponents of the 
Bill as it is drawn on this point. In 
the first place, the object of this Amend- 
ment is not to weaken the Bill. but to 
strengthen it. In the next place, the 
effect of the acceptance of this Amend- 
ment would be to remove what would 
he a great obstacle against the success 
of the Bill passing into law, and of the 
working of the Bill when passed; while 
it would avoid a considerable 
amount of hostility on the part of the 
medical profession. I am «asked to 
support this Amendment on _ behalt 
of the British Medieal Association, and 
by the General Practitioners’ Associa- 
tion. I believe, likewise, that the British 
Medical Council, the highest professional 
body in the country, is also in favour of 
the Amendment. Although I am _ not 
entitled to say that the whole medical 
profession stands behind me, I think I 
may say that the great representative 
bodies of the protession support this 
Amendment. That is a very serious 
state of affairs, and the hon. Gentleman 
who is in charge of the Bill must be 


also 
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fully alive to the importance of this 
Amendment. Of course the Amend- 
ment will be voted upon by those who 
have never heard the arguments in 
favour of it, but | am quite sure that 
if all the hon. Members who took part 
in the last division were present now, 
I could show them that unless the 
Amendment is adopted the Bill will 
jail in what it is desired to achieve. 
The desire is to reduce the large 
mortality and permanent injury which 
is caused by bad midwifery at the 
present moment. If the Bill passes as 
it stands, there will be a class of certi- 
ficated midwives. [ do not know 
whether what training they are to 
get will be long or short, bad or good ; 
but I know that it will not be the 


training which is demanded from 
medical men which, as the hon. 
Gentleman acknowledges, is very 


severe, because no medical 
practice delivery without a_ certifi- 
cate of efficiency on the subject. 
If the Bill passes without this Amend- 
ment there will be, side by side with 
these medical men so qualified, a class 
of unqualified women able to pursue one 
of the most dangerous operations in 
medical practice. My second point is 
that while you create a special class of 
midwives whom you wish to displace the 
Sarah Gamps, you leave the latter 
absolutely free to go on with their 
operations just as much the day after 
the Bill is passed as the day before. | 
believe that the reason why so many 
hon. Members are supporting the Bill, as 
drafted, is that they are under the 
impression that it will abolish the old, 
bad, incompetent, diseased, and dirty 
Sarah Gamps; but I would point out 
that the Bill does nothing of the sort. 
There is not a line, or a penalty in the 
Bill, which will enable the authorities to 
interfere with the women practising 
midwifery who do it now. I > was 
discussing this question with a medical 
man the other day, and the suggestion 
was made that, in this matter, a little 
knowledge might be better than none at 
all. “No,” he said, *‘ this Bill does not 
give a little knowledge ; it gives a title 
and right to nurses to take out certifi- 
cates as midwives, but it does not take 
away the right of any woman to practise 
midwifery, and does not punish her at 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


man can 
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all for any evil results following incom- 
petence or neglect.” In other words it 
practically leaves the dirty, diseased, 
incompetent, I might almost say 
murderous, Sarah Gamps in possession 
of the ground. What is the objection to 
this Amendment? I understand it comes 
from the Home Office; but | tell the 
Home Secretary that the responsibility 
must rest with hon. Members if this Bill 
is defeated, and not on the medical 
profession. The objection is that the 
Amendment will make the practice of 
midwifery by uncertified women a penal 
offence. Why should it not be a penal 
offence! Ifa woman chooses to take 
upon herself all the risks involved in 
attending a woman in labour, and evil 
results follow when, for a very small fee, 
a good medical man could be got, or a 
certificated midwife, or even a_ parish 
doctor, why should she not be punished ! 
It is said that there is nothing like 
that in the other professions; but 
[ believe that if a man sets up 
an apothecary’s shop, or if a man starts 


as a dentist, and evil results follow their 


practice, they can be punished. And 
then what has happened tothe un 
qualified medical assistants? When I 
was a young man in this city I knew a 
large number of what are called un- 
qualified medical assistants, many of 
them able, who had all the experience and 
knowledge, probably more, of a doctor 
who possessed a diploma. | have known 
men to unqualified 
assistants, but does any one suppose that 
one of these gentleman was not as 
qualified as any young man fresh from 
college with degrees with pounds of 
sealing-wax attached to them? Under 
the present law the unqualified assistant 
is deprived of all opportunity of making 
his livelihood, and is not that a sufficient 
punishment ? As a matter of fact, the 
unqualified assistant has now practically 
disappeared. [I want to know what is 
the use of pretending to put down the 
evil of bad and dirty midwives if you <io 
not arm yourselves with some penalty ? 
If the law is not strong enough to prevent 
quacks from practising, it should be 
strengthened, because it is intolerable 
that under present circumstances so 
many valuable lives are lost. I say if 
the Home Secretary could meet us on 
this Amendment, and accept the 
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principle of it, the main objection of a 
large medical opinion on this subject 
would be removed. Undoubtedly a large 
number of these women have been in 
practice for a certain number of years, 
but they might be registered as parish 
midwives, and a certain period of grace 
be given to them. I have tried to speak 
in a candid and moderate spirit, and | 
can say that no man is more anxious 
than I am to try and pass this Bill in an 
effective shape into law. 


*(3.25.) Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gen- 
tleman has made two points, dealing with 
two different matters. One is the value 
of the certificates proposed to be given 
to qualified midwives ; and the second is 
that the main objection to the Bill as it 
stands is that if it passes there would 
still remain certain women who could go 
on p®actising midwifery without a certi- 
ficate. The House would do well to 
remember what the object of this Bill is. 
The object is a very proper one, but it 
is not a very wide or complete Bill. 
[he authors of this Bil! thought, I think 
rightly, that it was very desirable that 
any person requiring the assistance of a 
inidwife should be in a position to know 
whether she was or was not qualified 
and had a proper training. If the hon. 
Gentleman’s Amendment were carried, 
the Bill, of course, could not possibly 
proceed. If the proposal were accepted, 
person would be allowed to practise 
for gain unless that person had a certifi- 
cate, so that after the passing of the 
Act any poor woman in need of assist- 
ance would be unable to avail herself ot! 
any assistance except the assistance of a 
medical man, because no one would be 
in a position to obtain a certificate. 


he 
il 


Dr. AMBROSE said the Amendment 
reterred to any person who “ habitually ” 
practised for gain. 


* Mr. RITCHIE: I should like to know 
whether any woman would be of any 
service unless she habitually practised. 
You would not call in any woman out 
of the street in a case of that kind, and, 
therefore, any woman to be of any use 
must have habitually 
such a woman would be entirely barred 
from practising it this Amendment were 


practised ; and 
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passed. The hon. Member for the Scot- 
land Division spoke very strongly and 
with deep conviction as to the necessity 
for the insertion of this Amendment in 
the Bill. It is, however, very surprising 
to find the hon. Member’s name in the 
list of Members who voted against this 
Amendment in Committee. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I am not 
ashamed to change my opinions. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: But it is surprising 
since the Committee stage that the hon. 
Gentleman should have arrived at such 
a state of conviction as that which he 
has expressed to the House today. No 
one would imagine when the _ hon. 
Gentleman was speaking with that fer- 
vour with which he often charms the 
House that he actually voted against the 
Amendment in Committee, where it was 
rejected by twenty-five votes to eight. 
The House is now asked to reverse the 
verdict of the Committee in a matter 
which is vital to the Bill. I certainly 
could not support the Bill if this Amend- 
ment were put in, and I do not believe 
that the House will support any Amend- 
ment which would deprive poor women 
who need it of the assistance they are 
now able to obtain. That is the reason 
why I, as Home Secretary, object to the 
Amendment. I| object to women who 
have been in the habit of successfully 
practising midwifery being suddenly 
rendered unable to do so. thereby de- 
priving poor women of the assistance 
they are able to give. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I would be 
quite willing to consent to some period 
of grace being granted to women who 
are now practising midwifery. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: That isa very con- 
siderable modification, but my own view 
is that it is very much better to pass a 
moderate Bill, such as we now have, 
and then, in the course of time, and I 
hope not a very long time, we may be 
able to bring before the House, with 
a good chance of success, a further 
measure. We must proceed step by 
step in a matter of this kind, and it is 
safer to go on by degrees to the end we 
desire. If the House desires’ this 
moderate Bill, which will ultimately 
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have the effect of setting up a large 
body of trained persons in the place of 
those who are practically untrained, it 
will not accept this Amendment. 


(3.35.) Sm WALTER FOSTER: I 
rise to support this Amendment, and 
it is a matter of profound disappoint- 
ment to me, and to all others who have 
worked for the better education. of 
midwives, that it should not be accepted. 
The right hon. Gentleman has said that 
the Amendment would deprive poor 
people of the assistance they are now 
in the habit of receiving. That is an 
over-statement which a little consider 
ation will show would not occur under 
the Bill. In the first place, every one 
of these women whois of good character, 
and competent and suitable for the 
work, would be able to be registered 
if she made an applicetion within two 
years of the passing of the Act. There- 
tore, all the best ol these women would 
be able to come under the Act. Again, 
no woman in the tuture would, under 
the Act, be prevented from rendering 
asSistance to a sister in trouble. That 
is common humanity. But what is 
intended is that we should have some 
means of preventing ignorant and 
improper people from adding to the 
puerperal death rate of the country. 
The right hon. Gentleman and _ hon. 
Members associated with him are only 
recent converts. The last Bill contained 
these words, and they were struck out 
by certain hon. Members, who, like the 
Home Secretary on the present occasion, 
were airaid of the Mrs. Gamp ot the 
villages. I should have thought that 
the Home Secretary would have had 
more courage, and would have secured 
for the poorer classes adequate and 
proper assistance in their time of trouble. 
The hon. Member who moved the 
Amendment referred to the mortality 
in the Rotunda Hospital. Dublin, which 
showed that it was absolutely necessary 
that ignorant and unqualified persons 
should be prevented from practising 
midwifery. We do not want to prevent 
poor women from being midwives, but 
we do want to prevent very many lives 
being lost every year through calling 
in ignorant persons to perform one 
of the most delicate and most important 
functions that any woman can perform. 


Mr. Ritch ie, 
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The hon.yGentleman told us that: in 
some eleven hundred cases attended 
in Dublin under the direct supervision 
of medical men by women being 
trained in the best school of midwifery 
in the world there was a mortality of 
between 7 per cent. and & per cent. from 
the most preventable of all diseases— 
puerperal fever. It is because I wish to 
save the many lives now yearly sacrificed 
through ignorant and incompetent persons 
acting as midwives that 1 support this 
Amendment. Let us look at the argn- 
ments used against it. It is contended 
that there is no precedent in the Statute- 
bock for making it an offence for a person 
not properly qualified to practise, and 
that if you enable people to find out who 
are properly qualified and who are not, 
that is all that is necessary. All experi- 
ence of registration is against that view, 
We have had registration in the medical 
pre ifession for over forty vears, in or@er to 
enable people to tind out who are qualitied 
and who are not, and I say that not one 
patient in a million ever looks at the 
Medical Register. It was fondly hoped 
that when we had the Medical Register we 
would do away with unqualified practice, 
but that flourishes as much as ever. The 
Medical Register has not done anything 
to stop it. At the present day there are 
plenty of herbalists and bone setters and 
people who practise spiritual healing, and 
the Medical Act has no power whatever 
to stop them practising or to protect the 
public from such pretenders. We do not 
want a similar mistake to be made in t is 
delicate and serious matter. My only 
objection tothe Bill is that it does not do 
the work it ought to do, but it will have 
my support, and the support of those who 
think with me, if we can put in some 
words such as have been moved by iny 
hon. friend. Look at the Bill in all its 
nakedness and poverty. Instead of pro- 
tecting the poor from ungualified practi- 
tioners, it creates a class of practitionel 
certified. That does not 
touch the root of the matter at all. Any 
woman who is a midwife at present can 
go on practising her calling under the 
Act. All she can be prevented from 
doing is calling herself a midwife, but 


] . + ’ 
Wwno Is tO we 


these persons hardly ever call themselves 
midwives, they are persons living in the 
poorer parts of our great cities and in our 
villages, who simply have the confidence 
ot their neighbours through the services 
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they have rendered. I would give them 
all consideration under the Bill by en- 
abling them to be registered if they are 
competent, but there are a large number 
of persons, who are not only incom- 
petent but so ignorant that they 
ought not to be allowed to perform these 
almost sacred functions. It is to prevent 
that that [ want this Bill extended. It 
is said if you do that you will create 
a precedent, and you will prevent people 
practising in a way that does not exist even 
for the medical profession. The profession 
of an apothecary is a delicate profession, 


hut it is not by any means so delicate or 


dangerous as the practice Wwe are now 
considering. Under the Apothecaries 
Act people can be prevented from practis- 
ing if they have not been examined by 
the Society ot Apothecaries, and surely 
what was good enough in 1815 ought to 
he maintained now in connection with a 
more complex practice and in the in- 
terests of the poorest class of the com- 
munity. | strongly press this Amend- 
nent Ow the House, not in the interests 
oi the medical profession but in the 
interests of the very poor. The Bill 
gives the poor no protection, It leaves 
them exposed to the same dangers, 
aud simply creates a new class of 
practitioners. One other argument. is 
that this new class of practitioner will 
gradually replace the old. That is not 
the experience of the medical profession. 
lf that were so the medical profession 
would have replaced the hone setter and 
all the other quacks. Therefore, after an 
experience of nearly fifty vears I think 
we are justified in saying that the clause 


is. worthless as against unqualified 
practice 
(3.47.) THe UNDER SECRETARY 


or STATE ror tHE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Jesse CoLLINGs, Birmingham, 
Bordesley): What is the character of this 
Amendment The women who practise 
in the poorer districts are called monthly 
nurses, and in addition to attending the 
wife in her ditticulty, do all the domestic 
work. Such a woman has to look after 
all the other children, prepare the —hus- 
band’s breakfast, and do all the other 
household work, and she charges from 6s. 
to 7s. a week. An agricultural labourer 
cannot afford to pay more, and [ venture 
to say that to describe this class of people 
as dirty and disreputable is a libel. 
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Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: I must protest 
against the statement that I made any 
such charge. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : I was not 
referring to the hon, Member. Some of 
these women are not scientifically trained, 
though they have the training which 
practice gives, which after all is of some 
value. Even supposing there were a 
sufficient number of trained nurses to 
supply the whole of the country, they 
would require a higher price than an 
agricultural labourer would be able to 
pay, and further they would not do the 
domestic work which it is absolutely 
necessary should be done. The Amend- 
ment would make it a penal offence for 
any such woman to help another woman 
in childbirth, and to pass it would be to 
inflict an intolerable hardship. What 
would happen supposing no trained nurse 
was within reach ? No doubt a neighbour 
would come in, but the neighbour could 
not be expected to remain in the house 
for a week or more, and do all the work 
for nothing. I venture to say that 60 
per cent. of the child-births in_ this 
country are in households where the 
wages earned are under 50s. a week. It 
is all very well for those who 
servants to do the household work, but 
in poor households there must be some- 
one to look after the ordinary work, anc 
there are doubt it 
would be a very good thing if it were 
possible to give every poor woman a 
trained nurse and, in addition, someone 
to do the household work. But the 
practical difficulties are great, and the 
cruelty that would be inflicted on the 
poorer classes by this Amendment would 
he intolerable. It may be in the interests 
of medical men, | know nothing about 
that; but we have to consider the 
conditions of the poor and see what 
is best for them and what is possible 
under existing conditions, If a trained 
nurse is wanted, the object of the Bill is 
to secure that one is got who is not only 
a trained nurse in name but in fact, and 
I trust the House will not, for the 
economic reasolis [ have stated, accept 
the Amendment. 


have 


no servants. No 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: [rise to sup 
port the Amendment though [see no reason 
why some proviso should not be put in 
which would apply to that class of 
persons of whom the Home Secretary 
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has spoken. My conviction on_ this 
matter was strengthened by an address 
I heard lately from a lady whose name 
will command respect—Mrs. Humphrey 
Ward. At that meeting I heard more 
than enough to satisfy me that so far as 
London and other populous districts are 
concerned, the class of women who are 
engaged in midwifery is of a most un- 
desirable character. I say nothing about 
the country because I know nothing of 
the conditions. There is no woman, how- 
ever poor, in this Metropolis who cannot 
have proper assistance, either through 
the doctors who charge very small fees 
in working-class districts, or through the 
young medical men who are qualifying 
in the hospitals, and I say unhesitatingly 
that as far as the great centres of popula- 


tion are concerned this Amendment 
should be accepted. The right hon. 


Gentlemanwho has just spoken has made 
out a good case for the exemption of 
country districts, but the principle of 
the Amendment ought to be supported. 
I will certainly vote for the Amendment, 
and [ hope that the hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill will be prepared to 
accept any exemptions which the Home 
Office may see fit to make, especially 
with regard to country districts. 


HEYWOOD JOHN- 


Amendment has been 


(3.56.) Mr. 


STONE: This 


very frequently considered, and it is 
one on which much may be said on 
both sides. I do not desire to travel 


over the ground which has already been 
traversed, but I desire simply to point 
out that, with the sole exception of the 
Apothecaries Act, the current — of 
legislative authority is against penalising 
unqualified practitioners. Whatever may 
be said of the failure of the Medical 
Register Act, the lines on which 
Parliament has hitherto proceeded is 
that qualified practitioners should be 
distinguished from practitioners who are 
not qualified, and it is difficult for us 
to go beyond that at the present time. 
Sir William Priestley, who was highly 
esteemed in House, and who had 
given great attention to this question, 
was in favour of this view. {The hon. 
Member read an extract from a speech 
by Sir William Priestley, and proceeded : | 
lf I may. I would appeal to the 
better nature of the House, and | would 
ask the House to consider, if we cannot 
Mr. H. C. Richards. 


this 
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go the full length today that we might 
wish to go, whether that is any reason 
for denying that which has been go0 
urgently demanded for years, and for 
allowing the lamentable condition of 
things at present prevailing to continue. 
As the House is aware, it is more than 
ten years since the subject was inquired 
into, and during that period nothing 
has been done to alleviate the situation. 
There are still untrained, ignorant, and 
unqualified practitioners, and there is 
nothing to distinguish them from 
trained practitioners. I earnestly ask 
the House to consider it from this 
point of view, and to realisethat it is not 
right to leave an evil untouched and 
unremedied because we cannot remove 
it all at once. Is that a reason tor 
doing nothing at all, and of making 
naught of the labours of those who have 
worked on this question for years past. 
[am not speaking of my own labours. 
The evil is admitted. It is admitted it 
inflicts an injury, especially on the poor, 
and if we cannot redress the whole of it, 
why should not we go some way in that 
direction, and when we have further 
experience to guide us we may be able to 
go still further. I earnestly ask the 
House to begin at least a better state of 
things. Perhaps I may be allowed to 
suggest that if we cannot accept the 
Amendment as it stands, possibly the 
Iiouse may accept which 
would postpone the clause coming into 
operation jor a definite 
| appeal to hon. Members on both sides 
to pass this measure this alternoon, not 
hecause | have any personal interest in 
it, but simply because | wish to see the 


beginning ota better state ol things. 


words 


sonic 


term otf vears. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: May I say in 
answer to the appeal of the hon. Member, 
that if he will undertake to bring up 
some such suggestion on the lines he has 
indicated to extend the period of years 
during which grace should be given, I 
should be satisfied with that as a reason- 
able way of meeting my views. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: My 
hon. friend will understand that I have 
not an entirely free hand, but I will do 
my very utmost to carry out the sugges 
tion. 
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Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: May I take 
it that it will have the approval of the 
Home Secretary ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I will undertake to 
consider it, but I cannot go further than 
that at present. 


*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) said he 
had received a letter on the subject which 
stated that nine women who had been 
attended by midwives had been ad- 
mitted to a certain hospital in a given 
period suffering from disease after child 
birth, and that seven of the cases proved 


fatal. That fact alone showed the 
seriousness and importance of the 
question. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): With 
reference to the understanding which 
was suggested a few minutes ago, I 


think we are left in a condition in which 
we do not know where we are. It is the 
wish of everybody that the great evil which 
exists should be removed, and as regards 
that I am entirely with the promoters of 
the measure. The only difference and 
the only trouble is that my hon. friend, 
who in this matter represents the great 
bulk of medical opinion, is anxious to go 
further than the promoters of the Bill 
think possible or the Home Secretary 
would allow. The Home Secretary bases 
his sole objection to this Amendment on 
two grounds. One is that it would 
deprive a great number of poor women 
in the country of that unqualified assist- 
ance they now receive, and the other is 
that the Amendment sets up a new 
offence. I think the first of these objec- 
tions can be easily met by extending the 
period of grace, and I understand that 
my hon. friend is not wedded to any 
particular form of words, but only wants 
the principle. The period of grace under 
the Bill is three years from the first of 
January next, and supposing that period 
was extended to five or seven years, it 
would be a matter of comparative in- 
difference to my hon. friend, because it 
is the principle he desires to have 
adopted. During that period of grace 
two things would happen. A_ great 
number of these unqualified women 
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would disappear altogether, and others 
who are younger and better qualified to 
carry out these duties, would have an 
opportunity of becoming _ registered, 
and they would have a very strong 
motive in being trained. Therefore, I 
think the right hon. Gentleman's first 
objection will be entirely disposed of by 
extending the period of grace, and 
I understand that my hon. friend is 
quite willing to leave the question of the 
number of years to be settled by an 
Amendment in another place. The 
second objection of the Home Secretary 
is that the Amendment sets up a new 
offence. But the Bill itself sets up a new 
offence. The purpose of the Bill is to 
penalise by a fine of £5 any woman who 
shall take the name or title of midwife, 
either alone or in combination with any 
other word. That is not a criminal 
offence at present, and, therefore, the 
whole principle of the Bill is to set up a 
new offence. Where, then, is the objec- 
tion to go one step further, and make 
the habitual practice of midwifery by 
unqualified persons an offence also. 
Evidently hon. Members who oppose this 
Amendment do so in utter ignorance of 
the first clause of the Bill, which, as I 
have said, sets up a new offence. It is 
said that the principle of previous legisla- 
lation was not to set up a new offence, 
or to inflict a penalty for what was done, 
but to give information to the public as 
to who were qualified and who were not, 
That is not the principle of this Bill, and, 
therefore, there is no force in the argu- 
ment that this Bill is on all fours with 
the Medical Acts. Many quacks in this 
country call themselves doctors, but they 
are not penalised for it. Therefore, [ say 
there is no principle at stake as against 
the Amendment, and I hope that the 
safety of the Bill will not be endangered 
by the answer given by the Home Secre- 
tary. 


(4.10.) Mr. BOUSFIELD(Hackney, N.): 
It istrue that clause 1 sets up a new offence, 
but I see a practical difficulty as regards 
the transitional period. It is quite 
obvious that it will take some years 
before the country, especially the rural 
districts, can accommodate itself to the 
conditions suggested by the Amendment, 
but it would be very easy to put in, in- 








5D Midwives 


Stead of 1905, 1910, or 1915 as the end 


of the transitional period. That would | 


be an easy way out of the difficulty. I 
am sure the House would be prepared to 
accept in Amendment of that sort, and 
I hope the Home Secretary will agree 
to it. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: I ean- 
not feel justified in putting the responsi- 
bility on the right hon. Gentleman. He 
has to consider all these matters, and may 
possibly have to consult others, and there- 
fore the responsibility must remain with 
me this afternoon. Will it meet the views 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite if I propose to 
amend the Amendment by inserting the 
words, “ after the Ist of January, 1910” ! 
It that will meet the views of hon. 
Members, I am perfectly prepared to move 
It. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) asked if 
that would appiy to sub-Nection 6. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said 
he thought that sub-section would come 
out. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) formally moved to amend the 
Amendinent by inserting the words 

* After the first day of 


January, one 
thousand nine hundred and ten.” 


siz WALTER FOSTER asked if the 
Home Secretary would favourably con- 
sider the Amendment. 


Mr. RITCHIE said he did not 
to oppose it. 


intend 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment agree | to. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Mr. HARWOOD formally moved— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 29, to leave out 
sub-Section 6.” 


Amendinent agreed to. 
Mr. Bousfield. 


‘COMMONS; 





Bill. 56 
Mr. T. PP. OCONNOR | formally 
moved— : 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 5, after ‘ London’ 
to insert ‘or the Coombe Lying-in Hospital 
and Guinness’s Dispensary, or the Rotunda 
Hospital for the Relief of the Poor Lying-in 
Wonen of Dublin.’” 


Amendment agreed to. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge), in explaining the object of 
the next Amendment, said that two 
classes of existing midwives were to be 
registered under the Act, one the class 
which had received certificates, the other 
being women who were in actual practise. 
In the case of the latter it was laid down 
that they must be of good character. 
That was perfectly right, but he thought 
it cught also to be laid down that 
evidence should be produced that the 
other class were otf character. 
That would be no slur on the char- 
acter of the certificate given by any 
institution, because a woman when she 
obtained a certificate would naturally be 
of good character, though something 
might have happened subsequently which 
rendered her not of good character. 
Therefore, he thought evidence of char- 
acter should be produced by each class 


alike. 


ood 


Amendment proposed 

“In page 2. line 6, after the word ‘ board,’ to 
insert the words “and produces evidence that 
she bears a good character.’ ” 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said he 
hoped his hon. friend would not press the 
Amendment. A number of persons, ot 
what might be called the better class, had 
obtained certificates, but were not in 
actual practise. If they had to produce 
evidence as to character it would dis- 
courage them from registering at all. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER said he hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would not maintain 
that position. There might be even a black 
sheep among the persons referred to by 
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the hon. Gentleman, and he thought it 
was very desirable that there should be 
a certificate of character. He did not 
want anyone to get on the register who 
had done anything which would bring it 
into disrepute. 


Mr. SCHWANN 
said that, after all, a certificate of 
character could be obtained from two 
householders. 


(Manchester, N.) 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said he 


did not wish to press the Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said he 
desired to move— 

“In Clause 2, page 2, line 8, to leave out 

“was” in order to insert “thad been for at 
least one year.” 
The clause referred to midwives who 
were in practise at the passing of the 
Act. He thought that it should be laid 
down that they had been in practise for 
some considerable time, and his Amend 
ment provided that they should be in 
practise for at least one year, which was 
al improvement. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. T. P O'CONNOR moved— 

‘In Clause 3, page 2, line 22, at end to 
insert ‘ (4) One person to be appointed by the 
Royal British Nurses’ Association, who shall be 
a member of that body.’ ” 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said 
that if his hon. friend deemed it his duty 
insist to on the Amendment, he would be 
prepared to concede it, but he hoped 
his hon friend would not press it. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said he felt 
very strongly on the question, and he 
hoped his hon. friend would not be 
unwilling to accept the Amendment. It 
was absolutely necessary that nursing 
should enter into the matter, and that 
the highest nursing authority should be 
represented. 
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Amendment agreed to. 


(4.32.) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 
moved to extend the scope of the Bill to 
Scotlandand Ireland. He failed tosee any 
reason why the Bill shouid be limited to 
England. The evils which the measure 
was designed to meet were not confined 
to that one portion of the Kingdom, 
and, while he was glad that they would 
now be able to deal with those evils so 
faras England was concerned, he thought 
some explanation ought to be given of 
why the Sister Isle and Scotland were to 
be deprived of the advantages conferred 
by the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 7, to leave out line 7.”—(Jr. 
Griffith- Boscawen. ) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘That line 7 stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that if a 
Bill were brought in to confer corre- 
sponding advantages on Ireland he 
would support it, but it was impossible 
to extend the present measure to Ireland, 
as the whole frame-work of the Bill, and 
the bodies reterred to in it. were 
essentially English. In other words, 
the whole of the procedure and govern- 
ment were English, and it would be 
obviously unfair to extend the Bill to 


[reland. 


*THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL ror 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scotr Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgton) pointed out that the 
same observation would apply to Scot- 
land, as the Bill was drafted entirely on 
English lines. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOLUNSTONE said 
that this matter had engaged the atten 
tion of the promoters of the Bill. With 
regard to Scotland there did not exist at 
present any machinery which they coul 
invoke to put the Bill into operation, and 
a large number of provisions and Amend- 
ments would require to be introduced to 
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make the Bill apply to Scotland. As to 
Ireland, he was under the impression 
that under -the system of dispensary 
doctors and trained nurses, the people 
there were better off in this matter than 


{COMMONS} 
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in spite of their want of education the 
Irish people adopted scientific improve. 
ments much more readily than the 
people of this country. 





the people of England. 


DILLON said that 
the hon. Member 


Mr. 
extent 


In Ireland they were, in this as in 


most other things, ahead 


Abrabain, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham. William (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen.CharlesP.(Gloue,. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Baltour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Bayley, Thomas, (Derbyshire) 
icnold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blake, Edward 

Biundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Brvee, Kt. Hon, James 

Bull, William James 

Burke. E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, Rt Hn J. A.(Glase’w 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Kichard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish. V.C.W.( Derbyshire | 
Ceeil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Craig, Robert Hunter | 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Saville 


(4.42.) Question put. 


to a large 
was right. 


of England ; 


AYES. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dewar, TR. T’rH milets,S.CGeo, 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Everton, Hon. A. de Tratton 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 


Fergusson. Rt Hn SirJ.(Mane’r | 


French, Peter 
Fisher, Williain Hayes 


FitzGerald,SirlNobert Penrose- | 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, In. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddara, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn..J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Gretton, John 

Gunter, Sir Robert 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


Hamilton, Marg.of(Lind’nd rry | 


Hammond, John 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


| Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 

| Hayden, John Patriek 

| Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | 


Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 


| Heath, James (Stattords.N. W. | 


Helder, Augustus 
Hemphill, Kt. Hn. Charles H. 


| Henderson, Alexander 
| Holland, William Henry 


Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 


The House divided :—A yes, 237 ; Noes, 
23. (Division List No. 207.) 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyee, Michael 
Kennawavy, Kt. Hn.SirJohn H. 
| Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
| Lambert, George ‘ 
Lawrence, Josep a, (Monmouth 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leng, Sir John 
| Leveson-Gower, ’rederickN.S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lundon, W. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacNeill, Jobn Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘kean, John 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 


| Manners, Lord Cecil 


Manstield, Horace Rendall 


| Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 


Mellor, tt. Hn. Joha William 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


| Milner. Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick. 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| Mooney, John J. 
| More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J.(Walth’mst’w 
| Morgan, Hn. Fred. (Monm/thsh. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
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tenshaw, Charles Bine 
| Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) Ritehie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid | Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | Roe, Sir Thomas 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. | Ropner, Colonel Robert 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) — | Round, James 
Q'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) Russell, T. W. 
O'Malley, William | Schwann, Charles E. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. | Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Partington, Oswald | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Pemberton, John S. G. | Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Perey, Eart | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Pickard, Benjamin | Spear, John Ward 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Piummer, Walter R. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea. Russell 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redinond, William (Clare) 


Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
| Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Tagegart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot. Rt HnJ.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Tennant, Harold Jotin 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E,. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
ThomasJ A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 


NOES. 


Galloway, William Jolinson 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 

| Heaton, John Henniker 

| Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw.H. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Myers, Willlam Henry 


Balcarres, Lord 

Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander 
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Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Rt Hn Sir William H. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A C E (Taunton 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York. W.R 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, l. R. ) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry(Hull,W. ) 


| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
| Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) | 


Wilson, Jolin (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse. Rt.Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Worsley-Tay lor, Henry Wilson 


| Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Young, Samuel 


| Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone 
and Captain Norton. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexande: 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES- 
Mr. Griftith- Boscawen and 
Mr. Banbury. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER remarked that 





Lord had referred to the 
debate of last vear he would have seen that 


Friday next. if the noble 
he made a distinct statement that under 
no circumstances would he accept any 
Amendment which extended this Bill to 
Lreland. 


CREMATION BILL [Lorps. | 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 


ittee), considered. é 
ee : He was not going to have any- 


thing to do with legislation which would 
be offensive to the majority of the lrish 
representatives. 


(5.0.) Lornp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
moved the postponement of Clause 3, so 
that the House might know whether any 
Amendments were to be accepted extend- 
ing the provisions of the Measure to 
Treland. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said he 
could not see upon what grounds the ex- 
| tension of this Measure to Ireland was 

Amendment proposed— | being opposed. 

In page 1, line 16, to postpone Clause a 
(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 
| *Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 

extension of this Measure to Ireland can 
be discussed upon this question, 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the 
sideration of Clause 3 be postponed.” 


con- 
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Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said he 
intended later on to move a clause ex- 
tending the Bill to Ireland, and therefore 
he should support the postponement of | 


Clause 3 for that purpose. | 221. 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. { Knowles, Lees 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Boscawen, Arther Griftith- 
Boustield, William Robert | Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fred. G. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
Coddington, Sir William | Morton, Arthur H. A. (D’pttd) 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon | Muntz, Philip A. 

Finch, George H. Perey, Earl 

Flower, Ernest Seton-Karr, Henry 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Alb’s.) | Sharpe, William Edward ; 
Helder, Angustus Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 


| Macdona, John Cumming 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 


NOES. 


Alraham, Win. (Cork, N.E.) Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg’w) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dewar, T. R.(T’rHmlets,S.Geo 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dann, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrenee, Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 

Fardell, Sir T. George 

i Fenwick, Charles 

Slack. Alexander William Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sird.(Mne’r 
Jake, Edward french, Peter 

| ‘isher, Willian Hayes 
‘itzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
‘itzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
iizroy, Hon. Ed. Algernon 


\enew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue. Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, Sir John 

Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
shownaggree, Sir M. M. 
jignold, Arthu 





sill, Charles 





wles son( Kine sLynn) 

Brooktield, Colonel Montngu 

Bruener, Sir John Tomlinson lynn, James Christopher 

irvee, Rt. Hon. James ‘uller, J. M. F. 

Bull, William James Crariit, William 

| Gilhooly, dames 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 

Gordon, Hn..J. Elein& Nairn 

Gore, Hn G.R.C.Ormshby-(Slop 

J.A(Glaszow Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Armagh, S.) Graham, Henry Robert 

) Knight 

dish, V.C,W.(Derbysh’e) Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


n Creorve 








(irant, Corrie 





Cayzer, Sir ( William = Gretton, John 

Cecil, Evel Aston Manor) Gunter, Sir Robert 

Charrington, Spencer Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
live, Captain Perey A. Hamilton, Marq.oi(L’nd nd rry 
ovhill, Douglas Harry Hammond, John 





rs, Rt. Hon. Jesse Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesh’m) | 
| Welby, Lt-Col. A.CLE.(Ta’nt’n) 
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(5.3.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 34: Noes, 
(Division List No. 208.) 


Talbot. Re. Hn.J.G.(O'Fd Univ) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Win. H. 


Whitmore, Charles Aleernon 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 


| Wilson.Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Mr. Galloway and Mr. 
Churchill. 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris. Frederick Leverton 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D 
Heath, Arthur Howard (H nley 
Heath, James (Statfords.N.W.) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightsde 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard..J. (Midd. Tottenham) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swians'a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshe 
Jovyee, Michael 


Kennaway.Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo, Symth 
Lambert, George 

Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy. Edmund 

Lene, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N.S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col- A. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Landon, W. 

MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark. A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swit 
MacVeagh. Jeremiah 
M-Arthur, Charles (L verpool) 
MCiovern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
Milkkean, John 

M‘kKillop, W. (Slige, North) 
Majendie, James A. iH. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 


| Mappin, Sir Fred Thorpe 
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Maxwell, W..). 1(amfriesshir« 
Middlemore,Jolin Throgmort n 
Mildinay, Francis Bingham 
Mooney, John J. 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred (Monm’thsh) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn. A.Graham(Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tippera’y Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Donnel, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
0’ Malley, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darl’gt’n) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN, on be- 
half of his hon. friend the Member for 
Horsham, moved the Amendment stand- 
ing in his name on the paper. 


Amendment proposed— 
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Powell, Sir Prancis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John S. 


Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 5 
Reddy, M. 

tedmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, SirR. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel! (Sheffield) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Sadler, Col- Samuel Alex. 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart,SirMark J.M ‘Taggart 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Lorp 


HUGH 
should like some further explanation in 
regard to this Amendment. 
have thought that it was obvious to a 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen E.} 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J.A (Glam’gan,Gower 
Thompson, Dr. E.C(M’n’gh’n,N 
Thomson, F, W. (York, W.R.} 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannanm 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W. R.} 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bathy 
Worsley-Tavlor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley,Rt Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors.— 


Sir Walter Foster and Dr. 
Farquharson. 


CECIL said that he 


He should 


great many people that there was an 


essential difference 


between the con- 





“In page 2, line 8, to leave out the word ‘two’ 


and insert the word ‘five.’”—(Mr. (hriffith 
Boscawen.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

(5.15.) Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) 


moved an Amendment to omit from 


Clause 5 the provision that no cremato- , 


rium shall be erected in the consecrated 
part of a burial-ground. He said his 
object was simply to carry out the prin- 
ciple laid down in the report of the 
Burial Grounds Committee in 1898—that 
all parts of a burial-ground should be 
treated alike. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 2, line 10, after the first ‘the’ to 


leave out the worils ‘ consecrated part of the.’” 
—(Mr. Goddard.) 


Question proposed, “That the words | 


proposed to be. left out stand part of the 
dause.” 


VOL. CIX. [FouRTH SERIES. | 


secrated and the unconsecrated part 
of aburial-ground. Of course the object 
of the provision was to prevent con- 
secrated land from being put to what 
was regarded by some as a desecrating 
use. It seemed to him a very serious 
change to make, and he thought the 
promoters should consfder whether such 
an Amendment was consistent with the 
working of the Bill. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL did not think 
this Amendment could be considered by 
itself, but ought to be considered in rela- 
tion to the words “except with the con- 
sent of such authority” which appeared 
in the next Amendment on the Paper. 
Something was due to the consciences 
and susceptibilities of many church 
people, who took strong objection to 
cremation on consecrated ground. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER thought if his 
| hon. friend would withdraw his Amend 
ment and move the omission of all the 


C 
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words alter “highway ” that would meet 
the views of thenoble Lord opposite. This 
Amendment had been put in out of 
tenderness to certain people who thought 
the erection of a crematorium in the 
gonsecrated part of a burial - ground 
might be offensive to some people. 
thought the Amendment as it stood 
was not desirable, though he agreed 
with the object of his hon. friend. The 
Amendment as proposed would leave it 
to the burial authority to decide where a 
crematorium should be put, and they 
might decide to put it in the conse- 
crated ground. Hedid not want to have 
that source of difliculty. 


(5.25.) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 
said that if the suggestion were aecepted 
it would be possible to erect a crematorium 
in any part of the cemetery. A good many 
hon. Members objected to a crematorium 
being erected in the consecrated 
portion of the cemetery, and although 
personally he did not object to this, 
they had upon this question to consider 
the feclinys of others. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said that if 
they wished to get this Bill through at 
all they would have to meet one another, 
and he urged his hon. friend to withdraw 
his Amendment. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork Co., 8. E.) pointed 


out that many people did not believe in 


the principle of this Bill at all, and they | 


would be compelled to see this kind of 
thing going on under their very eyes. 
He thought it was a wise thing to insert 
his hon. friend’s Amendment and he 
hoped he would not withdraw. 


(Juestion put and agreed to. 


It being half-past Five of the clock, | 


Further Proceeding on Consideration 


stood adjourned. 


Bill, as amended, te be further econ- | 


sidered upon Friday next. 


Sir Walter Foster. 


{COMMONS} the 


He. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs. 
That they have agreed to--Omagh 
| Urban District Gas Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
under The Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 
1892, relating to Paisley.” [Paisley Gas 
Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
(Lords). } 


Also a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to em 
power the Corporation of Margate to 
construct additional waterworks, and to 
extend their limits for the supply of 
water, and for other purposes.” {Margate 
Corporation Water Bin (Lords). | 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
enable the Mayor, Aldermen and 
Burgesses of the borough of Leicester to 
construct additional tramways and street 
improvements in the borough, and to 
construct additional gas works and for 
other purposes.” [Leicester Corporation 


Bill (Lords). | 


PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps}. 
Read the first time ; Referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 227.] 


MARGATE CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [Lorps], 


LEICESTER CORPORATION 
BILL [Lorps]}. 
Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


LANCASHIRE COUNTY (LUNATIC 
ASYLUMS) BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Sixth Report brought up, and read ; to 


_ lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


| 

Adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Six o’clock till Mondésy 
next. 
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69 Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 9th June, 1902. 





LORD KENSINGTON. 

Ordered that the report of the Lord 
Chancellor of the United Kingdom, 
mide to the House of Lords on the 6th 
day of this instant June, that the right 
of Lord Kensington to vote at the 
elections of representative peers for 
Ireland has been established to his 
satisfaction, be sent to the Clerk of the 
Crown in Ireland, together with a cer- 


tificate stating that such report has 
been made, and that the House has 


ordered it to be sent to the said Clerk 
o. the Crown in Ireland. 


EARL FITZWILLIAM. 
Petition of William Charles de Muro 
Wentworth-Fitzwilliam, Earl Fitzwilliam, 
in the peerage of Ireland, claiming a 
right to vote at the elections of repre- 


* sentative peers for Ireland; read, and 
> referred to the Lord Chancellor to con- 
- sider and report thereupon to the 
~ House. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor 


acquainted the 


= House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
‘ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificates from the Examiners that 


the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied 


, with :— 


fu 


Local Government (Ireland)  Pro- 
visional Orders (Gas). 
Local Government Provisional 
(Gas). 
Also the Certificate that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following 
Bill— 
Local Government Provisional Order 
(Poor Law). 
And also the Certificates that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the fol- 
lowing Bills have been complied with— 
District Electric 


Order 


Croydon and Tram- 
ways. 


Bournemouth Gas and Water. 


Bexhill and  Rotherfield Railway 
(Abandonment). 
VoL, CIX, [FourtnH Series.) 
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The same were ordered to lie on the 


| Table. 


KENT ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the 
Bill was withdrawn. The Orders made 
on the 12th May, and Thursday last, 
discharged, and Bill committed. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION 
BILL [Hu]. 


teported. with Amendments. 
GREAT — THERN AND CITY 
VAY BILL [ut 


Reported from the Select ‘Chewitiies: 
with Amendments. 


RAIL- 


WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE 
BILL. 


and committed. 


WATER 


Read 2°, 


CENTRAL LONDON R ATL = AY (NEW 
LINES) BILL (inn. 
Now 
CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL 
[M.L. ]. 
THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morey): I wish to ex- 


plain that, though this is one of the 
Tube Bills and | undertook to give my 
noble friend the Earl of Camperdown 
notice of certain clauses introduced into 
a good many of these measures, this 
sill contains no new works and _ there- 
fore the clause to which the noble Earl 
referredis notin. In these circumstances 
1 ask your Lordships to read it a third 
time, 


Bill read 3*, and passed, and sent to 


the Commons. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION BILL 
Read 3°, 


Commons. 


[ H.L. }. 


and passed, and sent to the 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GEN- 
ERAL POWERS) BILL [4.1.]. 
tead 3*: Amendments made; Bill 


passed, and sent to the Commons. 


MENAL BRIDGE URBAN "peal 
COUNCIL BILL [iL 
Read 3", and passed and sent to the 
Commons. 


D 








7 l Leturns, 

LEYLAND AND FARINGTON GAS BILL. 
Read 3", and passed. 

DOVER HARBOUR BILL 


Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


[H,L. ]. 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [H.L. }. 
Read 3°; Amendments made ; 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Bill 


WIGAN CORPORATION BILL [1.1]. 
Read 3", and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL, 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL, 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUBWAYS 
AND TRAMWAYS) BILL, 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL, 
LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 

RAILWAY BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


read l*; 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4.) BLLL. 
(according to order), 


Read 3 


passed, 


and 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 2.) BILL. 
Read 2° (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (SWANSEA 
UNITED DISTRICT) (No. 2.) BILL. [H.1.). 
Order of the day for the Third 

Reading read, and discharged: and Bill 

(by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
«e.) BILL. [H. 1. |, 

GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1.) 

BILL. [H.1. }. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bills to be read 3* Tomorrow. 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LANDS (GURELAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

Read 2" (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 

House on Thursday next. 


{LOR 


Ds} Reports, &e. 7? 
LONDON GOVERNMENT SCHEME 
(SOUTHWARK) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read | 


to be printed ; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. (No. 97.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Statistics of elementary day schools, 
evening continuation schools, and training 
colleges, 1900--1901. Presented — [by 
Command], and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Reports by the Board of Trade as to 
dispefising with the consent of (1) the 
Shirland and Higham Parish Council in 
the case of the Clay Cross Gas Provisional 
Order : (2) the Bothwell Parish Council 
in the ease of the Bothwell and Udding- 
ston Provisional Order: (3) the 
W ood Urban District Couneil in 
the case of the Hornsey Gas Provisional 
Order. 


Gas 


Green 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. 

Rules made by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, pursuant t 
the provisions of the Capital Punishment 
Amendment Act, 1868, tor regulating the 
execution of capital sentences, 

Laid before the House (pursuant t 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

(1) Statute made by the Governing 
sody of New College, Oxtord, on 15th 
January, 1902, amending Statute IIL, 
Clause 2 (Marriage and Residence ot 
Tutorial Fellows) of the Statutes of the 
‘College; (2) Statute made by the 
"President and Fellows of Magdalen 
College, Oxford, on 11th December, 
1901, amending Clause 8 of Statute XII. 
(Grammar Schools) of the 
the College : 
Governing Body ot 
Cambridge, on 7th February, 
of the College Statutes. 

Laid before the House 

| Act), and to be printed. [ No. 94.] 
| 


Statutes of 
(3) Statute made by the 
Christ’s Hospital. 
1902, 
amending Section 2 of Chapter XXXVIL 


(pursuant to 
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73 Unopposed Private 
BRITISH MUSEUM BILL [.L. |. 
[SECOND READING. | 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*ViscouNT PEEL: My Lords, L have 
the honour, on behalf of the trustees of 
the British Museum, to ask your Lord- 
ships to give a Second Reading to this 
Bill. It is a very short and suceinet Bill, 
and correctly explains the object which 
the trustees have in view. I need not 
remind your Lordships that the great 
pressure On the space of the British 
Museum buildings in Bloomsbury is a 
constantly increasing anxiety to the 
trustees, It is proposed, therefore, to 
erect certain buildings upon a site, for the 
purchaseot which provision has been made, 
at Hendon, about a mile from the Hendon 
Station on the Midland Railway. The 
buildings will be of  sutticient size to 
receive provincial newspapers and other 
printed matter which it is not necessary 
to store in the existing buildings. Those 
papers which are constantly referred to 
by visitors, however, such as the London 
newspapers, will be preserved, as at 
present, in the British Museum buildings 
in Bloomsbury. The land to be obtained, 
through the Office of Works, at Hendon is 
between tour and five very 
moderate sum of money has been expended 
ipon its purchase, and the buildings will be 
of a simple and inexpensive character, 
though every eare will be taken for the 
due preservation of the papers deposited 
there. With regard to the ample pre- 
cautions which have been taken against 
fire, we have been in communication with 
Captain Wells, and danger from fire will 
he precluded as far as human foresight can 
provide. The site will be vested in the 
Uttice of Works, as are the buildings and 


acres; a 


‘ite which the trustees at present occupy 
it South Kensington. If any references 
are desired to be made to the papers at 
Hendon it is expected that a notice of a 
very few hours would be quite sufficient 
to enable the authorities to meet the con- 
venience of the public. 


Bill read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
itouse on Friday next. 


{9 JUNE 1902} 


Bill Business. 74 
WILD BIRDS PROTECTION ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL [H.L. } 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 


LOAN BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 
IMMORAL TRAFFIC (SCOTLAND) BILL 


(No. 95), 
UNIVERSITY OF WALES (GRADUATES) 
BILL (No. 96). 


Brought from the Commons ; 
and to be printed. 


read | 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes hefore Five o'clock 
till Tomorrow, half-past Ten 
o clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, Oth June, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILL [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Sreaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and reterred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz: 

Hastings Harbour District Railway 

(Extension of Time) Bill | Lords] 

Imperial Institute Bill { Lords 

Liverpool Cathedral Bill | Lords] 





Ordered, hat the Bills be read a 


second time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 


D 2 








15 Returns, 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto 
have been complied with, viz. : 


Oyster and Mussel Fishery  Pro- 
visional Orders Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read ‘a 


second time tomorrow. 


LIMPSFIELD AND OXTED WATER BILL, 
MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL, 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 


agreed to. 


ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE AND DUKIN- 
FLELD CORPORATIONS (ALMA BRIDGE, 
ETC.) BILL [| Lorps}. 

Verbal Amendments made: Bill read 
the third time, and passed with Amend- 
ments. 


COUNCIL 


ala 


LONDON COUNTY (MONEY) 
I 


Read the third time, and passed. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUBWAYS 


AND TRAMWAYS) BILL (Kixe’s Consent 
SIGNIFIED). 


Read the third time, and passed. 
{New Title. | 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 


WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL, 
LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL, 

Read the third time, and passed. 


NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD 
WATER BILL [Lorps}, 
SWINDON UNITED GAS BILL [Lorps]. 

tead the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


ABERTILLERY URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [Lorps], 
BRADFORD-UPON-AVON GAS BILL 
| LORDS}. 

As Famended, considered; to be read 

the third time. 


SWANSEA CORPORATION WATER BILL 
[LORDS]. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


{COMMONS} 


Reports, de. 76 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

As amended, considered: to be read 
the third time tomorrow. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to Middlesex 
County Council Tramways Bill, with 
Amendments. 

Amendments to Chigwell, Loughton, 
and Woodford Gas Bill [Lords], Scottish 
Equitable Life Assurance Society Bill 
[Lords], without Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Coat- 
bridge Gas.” [Coatbridge Gas Order 
Confirmation Bill (Lords). | 


COATBRIDGE GAS ORDER CUONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [Lorps] 

Ordered, under Section 7 (2) of The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, to be considered upon 
Wednesday. 

PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
SILL. 

Barnsley 

Swanning- 


Petitions against; From 
(five); Ibstock; and, New 
ton ; to lie upon the Table. 


PHYSICAL TRAINING (EXISTING 
PROVISIONS AND SYSTEM). 
Petition from Manchester and Salford. 
for inquiry by a Royal Commission ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PLUMBERS REGISTRATION BILL. 
Petition from Halifax, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


WIFEBEATING AND OUTRAGES ON 
CHILDREN (CORPORAL PUNISHMENT 
OF OFFENDERS). 

Petition from Royal and other Burghis 
of Scotland, for legislation; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
POPULATION, NUMBER OF ELECTORS, 
AND REPRESENTATION. 

Return [presented 6th June} to be 
| printed. [No 205.] 
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77 Returns, 
INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 to 1899 (TRANS- 
FERS OF INMATES OF INEBRIATE 
REFORMATORIES). 
Paper |presented 6th June] to be 
printed. |No. 206.] 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 

CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877, (OXFORD). 
Copy presented, of Statute made by 
the President and Fellows of Magdalen 
College, Oxford, on 11th December 1901, 
amending Clause 8 of 


the College {by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 207. | 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 
Copy presented, of Statute made by 

the Governing Body of New College, 
Oxford, on 15th January 1902, amend- 
ing Statute IIL, ¢Clause 11 [Marriage 
and Residence of Tutorial Fellows) of 
the Statutes of the College [by Act}; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 205, 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT. Is77 (CAMBRIDGE). 

Copy presented of Statute made by the 
Governing Body of Christ’s College, 
Cambridge, on 7th February, 1902, 
amending Section 2 of Chapter XXNXVIL. 
of the Colleve Statutes thy Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. 

Copy presented of Rules made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, pursuant to the provisions of The 
Capital Punishment Amendment Act, 
Ik68, for regulating the execution of 
Capital Sentences [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Copy presented of Report by the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of 
Lords and the Chairman of Ways and 
Means in the House of Commons under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Aet, 1899, that they are of opinion 
that the Highland and Invergarry and 
Fort Augustus Railway Companies Order 
ought to be dealt with by Private Bill 
and not by Provisional Order !by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


{9 JuNE 1902} 


Statute XII. | 
(Grammar Schools) of the Statutes of | 


| the Table, and to be printed. 


Reports, ae. 78 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented of Report by the Board 
of Trade as to dispensing with the consent 
of the Wood Green Urban District Council 
in the case of the Hornsey Gas Provisional 
Order [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 210.] 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented of Report by the Board 
of Trade as to dispensing with the consent 
of the Shirland and Higham Parish 
Council in the case of the Clay Cross Gas 
Provisional Order [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 211.] 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented of Report by the Board 
of Trade as to dispensing with the consent 
of the Bothwell Parish Council in the 
case of the Bothwell and Uddington Gas 
Provisional Order [by Act]; to lie upon 
[No. 212.] 


ARMY EXPENDITURE, 1902-3 (SOUTH 


AFRICAN WAR). 

Copy presented of Statement showing 
approximately under principal sub-heacs 
the sums still required to be expended on 
the Army in South Africa in 1902-3 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (PUBLIC 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS, ETC). 
Copy presented, of Statistics of Public 
Elementary Schools, Evening Continu- 
tion Schoois, and Training Colleges, 19U0- 
1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


FINANCIAL STATEMENT, 1902-3 (AS 
REVISED). 

Copy ordered, ‘tot Table giving Revised 
Balance Sheet, 1902-03, in substitution tor 
Table VIL. in Financial Statement pre- 
viously presented |No. 141, of Session 
1902}. —( Mr. Chancellor of the Euchequer.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| No. 204. | 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND). 
Return ordered “showing the pro- 
ceedings of Parish Councils in regard 
to allotments and common pasture, 
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under Section 26 of The Local Govern- 
ment (Scotland) Act, 1894, and the 
proceedings of County Councils in 
regard to representation by Parish 
Councils for orders, under The Local 
Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, 
Section 26, authorising land to be taken 
on lease compulsorily for allotments, 
since the date of the last Return on the 
4th July last.” —(Vr. Rugene Wason.) 


CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1887 (PROSECUTIONS). 

Return ordered, showing— 

(1) The number of persons _pro- 
ceeded against under the Act 
from the Ist day of January to 
the Ist day of June, 1902. 

(2) The offences with which they 
were charged. 

(3) Res It of proceedings—(a) dis- 
charged ; (b) convicted. 
Number committed — (a) six 
months and above five ; (b) five 
months and above four; (ce) 
four months and above three : 
(d) three months and above 
two: (e) two months and above 
one: (f) one month and above 
fourteen days: (g) fourteen 
davs and under. 

(5) To find sureties or recognisances. 

(6) Appeals — (a) confirmed; (b) 
reduced; (c) reversed. 

(7) Number of persons undergoing 
imprisonment on the Ist day 
of June, 1902.” 

* And, also a Return containing the 
names of all persons proceeded against 
under the Act during the same period, 
with the result of proceedings in each 
ease. ’"—( Mr. Lt luny.) 


(4 


Nees 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


South African War Pensions for Re- 
latives of British and Boer Slain. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether it is the inten- 
tion of His Majesty's Government to pro- 
vide from the revenues of the Transvaal 
pensions for the widows and relatives of 
both British and Boers who have fallen 
in South Africa : and whether, seeing the 
ditticulties of collecting taxation from the 
Transvaal after the establishment of 
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responsible government, he will under- 
take before any charge is levied on the 
mines that these pensions shall be a first 
charge. 


(dnswer.) Pensions are already pro- 
vided for the widows and children of 
Members of the British forces who are 
entitled to be pensioned. There is no 
intention to make any other provision. 

(Colonial Office.) 


Railway Car Lavatory Cisterns. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether the North British Railway Com- 
pany have yet acted on the suggestion 
contained in a letter dated the 20th 
January, 1902, in which Mr. Armitage 
(Board of Trade inspector), in comment- 
ing on an accident which occurred to a 
railway porter at Edinburgh on the 7th 
September last, recommends that the 
practice of filling railway car lavatory 
cisterns from the standpipe in the six- 
foot way should be discontinued, and that 
the lavatory cisterns should either he 
filled when the coaches are in the earriage 
sidings or from the platform. 


(duswer.) No, Sir. The Railway Com- 
pany concerned state that the standpipes 
are in the most convenient place for the 
work, and that when this work is per- 
formed in the ordinary course by the 
carriage cleaners, a look-out nian is pro- 
vided. The cireumstances under which, 
in the particular case referred to, a porter 
Was employed in getting water were 
exceptional, as pointed out by the 
assistant inspecting officer, and the Rail- 
way Company explainthat the cans might 
have been filled from a tap on the plat- 
form. (Board of Trade.) 


Red Sea Lights. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if he will 
state whether the work of constructing a 
lighthouse on Jibel (Mount) Teir, Red 
Sea, has been commenced ; and, if so, can 
he say when the work is expected to be 
finished. 


(Ansuvr.) 1 informed the House on 
the 5th ultimo that the work of construc- 
tion of this and the other lights was to 
he actively pushed on till the hot weather 
set in, by which time it was hoped that 
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all except the Moka light would be nearly 
complete. From information, however, 
which has since reached the Foreign 
Ottice, we have learnt that the founda- 
tions of the lighthouse on Jibel ‘Tier have 
not as yet been begun, and that it will 
not be finished for fully nine months. 
( Foreign Office.) 


Parcel Post with the United States. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postinaster 
General, if he can state whether arrange- 
ments have been concluded for a parcel 
post between the United Kingdom and 
the United States of America: and, if 
so, Whether he will state particulars. 


fasuvr.) Negotiations having for their 
object the establishment of a parcel post 
between this country and the United 
States have for some time heen in pro- 
but no statement as to the final 
result can yet be made.—( Post Office.) 


gress ; 


Carrigan (Cavan) Postal Facilities. 
Mr. M’GOVERN (Cavan, W.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Pos:master General, is he 
aware that complaints have been made 
as to the want of proper postal iacilities 


in connection with Carrigan sub-office, ! 


Ballinagh, county Cavan, owing to the 
fact that the letters are on!'y delivered 
on four days in each week, and that 
there is no means of replying to a letter 
until the day after it has been delivered ; 
and could the Departinent see its way to 
have a daily delivery of letters, and have 
two or three pillir letter boxes erected in 
the district, which could be cleared by 
the rural postman each day on his way 
back to Ballinagh. 


(.dasuer.) No complaints have reached 
the Postmaster General in regard to the 
postal service at Carrigan, Ballinagh, 
county Cavan, but he will inquire whether 
it is practicable to effect any improvement 
in the existing arrangements, and the 
result shall be communicated to the 
hon. Member as soon as possible.—( Post 


Office 4 





Richard Cloudesley Charity. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
the Parliamentary Member of the Charity 
Commission whether the Trustees of the 
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Richard Cloudesley Charity have sub- 
mitted their accounts for the year ended 
31st March last; and, if so, whether they 
are open to public inspection; and 
whether, if they have not been received, 
he will ascertain and inform the House 
when they will be available. 


(Answer.) The latest accounts of the 
Richard Cloudesley Charity which have 
been submitted to the Charity Commis. 
sioners are those for the year ending 
3lst December, 1901. They may be 
seen on application at the office of the 
Commission.—(Charity Commission.) 


Thefts from Bonded Warehouses. 

Mr. ALBAN GIBBS (London): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been called to 
the recent police case in Liverpool, where 
the plaintiff in an action, Welsh v. Duck- 
worth and others, was stated by the 
judge to have been for years stealing at 
the bonded warehouses : and whether he 
will give such directions to the Board of 
Customs as will ensure to merchants, 
whose goods are stored in such ware- 
houses, an immunity from such tampering 
with their goods, as was shown to have 
taken place in the case mentioned. 


(.dnswer.) In September last the atten- 
tion of the loeal otticers of Customs was 
drawn to certain suspicions circumstances 
in connection with the stock in the ware- 
house to which the allegations of ex- 
Police-Sergeant Walsh relate, and a 
thorough examination of the contents of 
the warehouse was thereupon made. In 
two instances excessive deficiencies were 
discovered, on which, by direction of the 
Board, the duty was required to be paid. 
The Board are informed that as a result 
of this examination certain employees of 
the warehouse-keeper were discharged on 
suspicion of having tampered with the 
and since then the officers have no 
reason to believe that any irregularities 
havetaken place. Under the standingregu- 
lations applicable to all bonded warehouses, 
the warehouse-keeper is alone respousible 
to the owner of any goods deposited in his 
warehouse for their safe custody and for 
their proper delivery. He is also answer- 
able to the Crown for the duties on such 
Iu cireumstances such as those 
referred to in the Question the merchant 
should look to the warehouse keeper for 
his remedy.—(17'reasury.) 


goods : 


gS ods. 
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Income Tax—Assessment of Foreign 
Artistes in England. 

Sin HOWARD VINCENT (Sheftield, 
Central): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he will state what 
steps are taken to ensure that income tax 
is pail upon the earnings of foreign 
musicians and artistes in London during 
the season. 


(duswer.) Foreign artistes exercising 
their vocation in this country are called 
upon to make returns of their profits for 
purposes of assessment to income tax, and 
are assessed in the usual way.—( Treasury.) 


Taxation of Transvaal Gold Mines. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exehequer whether 
he anticipates any recovery for the Im- 
perial Exchequer from the Transvaal 
gold mines during the current financial 
vear ; and, if so, how will it be applied. 


(duseer.) TL have already informed the 
House that it is our intention, after the 
termination of hostilities, to earmark 
certain sources of revenue in the Trans- 
yaal and to apply them from time to time 
to the service of some portion of the loans 
raised for the war. No time will be lost in 
making arrangements for this purpose, but 
whetherany sum will beavailable from this 
source during the present financial year | 
cannotat presentsay. It depends largely on 
the rapidity with which the main in- 
dustries of the country, and the revenue, 
recover from the effects of the war. 
(Livasury.) 


Revised Balance Sheet, 1902 3. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnsh.re, Spal- 
ding): ‘To ask Mr. Chaneellor of the 
Exchequer whether he will issue a 
financial statement, similar to that 
issued at Budget time, showing the 
position of the estimated revenue and 
expenditure for the current year, 
according to his statement of the 4th 
June, 1902. 


( Auswer, ) Yea.* (iy, USUry.) 


British Officers of Burma Battalions 
Allowances on Service in China. 
Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Seeretary of State for 
India whether he will make inquiry as 


See Appendix to this Volume. 
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to the reason why the Indian Pay 
Department refused to continue to the 
British officers in the only Burma 
battalion of Madras Infantry which 
has been serving in China the local 
allowance of 100 rupees per mensem 
granted to them under paragraph 847 
Part I., Volume J., Army Regulations 
(India), See. IV., although their extra 
allowances have been paid in China to the 
native ranks of the same battalion: 
and, whether, considering the officers 
have to pay their servants in China the 
extra Burma rates (being double 
those of bearers and syces of the 
ordinary Indian Army), with additional 
expense for their rations, clothes, fuel 
and lighting, and extra cost of men- 
establishment, the decision of the Pay 
Department can be revised. 


(Answer.) In the Regulations quoted 
by my hon. friend it is distinctly stated 
that to the British officers of Burma 
battalions the Burma _ allowance is 
admissible only whilst present with 
their regiments in Burma; and, on the 
other hand, that to the native ranks 
the local allowance will be continued 
when they are employed elsewhere on 
field service or on duty or on foreign 
The extra expense 
referred to in the (Question is equally 
entailed upon officers of all regiments 
when serving in China, and I am not 
prepared to give any order which would 
have the effect of placing the officers ot 
the Burma battalion in a more advan- 
tageous position than the officers of 
other regiments employed on the same 
service.—(Lndia Office.) 


service beyond sea. 


Trawling on the Norfolk Coast. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
S.): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether the Admiralty will 
allow a gunboat to patrol the coast of 
Norfolk between Cromer and Salthousé 
during the months of May and June tor 
the protection of the line and whelk 
fishermen, who have suftered from the 
action of trawlers in 
gear. 


(Answer.) Owing to a complaint 
received last week as to the destruction 
of fishermen’s gear between Cromer 
and Salthouse by trawlers, a coastguard 


fouling their 





cru 
Wa 
tio 
vis 
we 
an 
net 
pel 
du 


()ss 
for 

Ch: 
Cay 
fro 
die 
alte 


the 


me 


Hk, 
he 
vill 


tor 
elk 
he 


eir 


int 
on 
1eI 
ird 





a5 (Questions. 


cruiser has been despatched to those 
waters, and is now there for the protec- 
tion of the fisheries. A gunboat already 
visits the whelk grounds at least once a 
week during the months of May, June, 
and July, and it is not considered 
necessary that a gunboat shoud be 
permanently detailed tor this particular 
dutv.—( Admiralty. ) 


Dingwall— New Barracks. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
state for War, seeing that the dep5t for 
the 3rd Battalion Seaforth Highlanders, 
Ross-shire Militia, is at Dingwall, will 
he explain why the regiment and 
greater part of the staff are quartered at 
Fort George ; and wili he say whether 
any of the sites in the vicinity of Ding- 
wall. such as are suitable for barracks, 
have yet inspected by the War 


Othee. 


been 


dusuer.) I have nothing to add to 
the replies which have been given to 
previous questions on this Sibject put 
hon. Member.—(/V ur Office.) 


! 
yv tne 


Coronation Processions —Facilities for 
Service Officers, 

Sik HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War if at 
some points it will be possible to allow 
Army and Navy and 
Auxiliary Forces in uniform to stand on 
foot within the lines of sentries during 
the Coronation processions, as at Her 
late Most Gracious Majesty’s funeral, 
but on the distinct understanding that 
not to attempt to follow the 


rocesslons. 


otivers ot the 


thev are 
T 
I 


I am afraid that it will not 
be possible to carry out this suggestion. 
Some confusion was caused at the late 
Queen's funeral by those within the line 
ot sentries.—( ar (jjice.) 


(.1nsurr.) 


Death of C. V. Freer, Cape Mounted 
Specials. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Secretary of State 
ior War whether he is aware that 
Charles Vernon Freer, a private in the 
Cape Mounted Specials, when recovering 
from a wound received at Tweebosch, 
died at the General Hospital, Kimberley, 
after being put under chloroform for 
the purpose of extracting teeth ; whether 
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he will order an inquiry into the cireum- 
Stances of this man’s death ; whether he 
will state why his parents received no 
official notice of his death, and why the 
friends of deceased at Kimberley were not 
permitted to see the remains or attend 
the funeral ; and whether compensation 
will be made to his parents for the loss 
sustained by his death. 


(dusver.) The man died as stated in 
the Question. As the verdict at the in- 
quest was tothe effect that ‘ due care was 
observed by the professional men engaged 
in the operation, and no blame attaches 
to either the surgeon or to the dentist,” 
no inquiry appears necessary. I heve 
no information regarding the notification 
of the death or the treatment of the 
friends of the deceased. No question of 
compensation arises.—( Har Office.) 


Coronation—Special Allowance to Militi 
fiicers. 

Mr. HOZIER (Lanark, S.): Toask the 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
special allowance will be granted to 
Militia officers to meet the 
and other expenses to which they will 
be put in the event of their regiments 
being moved from their training grounds 
in the first instance to Aldershot for the 
Royal Review, and subsequently to 
London for the Coronation. 


extra mess 


(dnsuer.) The Regulations do not 
admit of any special other 
than those for eonvevance and travelling. 
—(IMur Office.) 


allowances 


(2.15.) VUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


South Africa—Terms of Peace. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
i beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether there are any pledges 
or assurances given to the Boers by 
Lord Kitchener which have not been 


made public. 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
Ii.): As tar as His Majesty’s Government 
are aware, the answer to the Question 
of the hon. Member is in the negative. 
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Grant to Lord Kitchener. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether ample time will be 
given for discussion on the Report of 
the Vote to Lord Kitchener. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope that 
much time will not be required for the 
Report of a Vote which has already’ be n 
assented to. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: So far as I 
am concerned I only wish for time in 
which to make a protest on behalf of 
myself and my hon. friends, who feel 
very strongly on this matter. Will the 
Report of the Vote be taken tonight t 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not see 
how it can be taken tonight unless the 
debate in Committee on the Budget 
fiishes at an unexpectedly early hour. 


Relief and Resettlement of Loyalists. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he will state what 
financial arrangements, if any, have 
been made for the purpose of assisting 
the restoration of the loyalists of South 
Atriea to their homes, and supplying 
who, owing to war 
unable to provide themselves with food, 
shelter, and the necessary amount of 
seed, implements, for the 
restuuption of their normal occupations. 


those losses, are 


7 
stock, and 


liz SECRETARY oF STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Part of the sum 
allotted for relief and resettlement out 
of the amount voted last year as a grant 
in aid of the revenue of the new colonies 
has been expended in assisting lovalists 
returning to their homes, and further 
sums will be placed at Lord Milner’s 
disposal for the purpose of ensuring that 
the assistance given to the loyalists 
needing help shail be not less generous 
than that given to the burghers. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: 


has already been expended ! 


How much 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


for notice of that. 


I mus: ask 
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Cape Constitution. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
directed to the agitation by capitalists in 
Cape Colony for the suspension of the 
Cape Constitution, and whether he has 
received any communications from the 
Cape Cabinet on the subject; whether 
the suspension of the Cape Constitution, 
which was created by an Act of the 
Imperial Parliament, can be effected by 
any method, and, if so, by what method, 
other than that of legislation in the 
Imperial Parliament; and, whether he 
will give an undertaking that the 
sanction of the Imperial Parliament be a 
preliminary to any alteration or modi- 
fication of the Cape Constitution. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: | am not 
aware of any agitation by capitalists on 
the subject ; but I have received through 
the Governor of the Cape Colony a 
petition addressed to him by forty-two 
members of the Cape Parliament in 
favour of a suspension of the Constitution 
of the Cape Colony; but | have not vet 
received the observations of the Cape 


Ministers upon it. The present Cape 
Constitution was created by letters 
patent and local legislation. 1 under- 


stand that for the suspension of the Cape 
Constitution an Act of the Imperial 
Parlizment would be required. 


Sales of Boer Farms. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
K.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he will state 
the effect of the terms of surrender 
agreed upon with the Boer repre<enta- 
tives on the sales of land belonging to 
burghers, to make the charges 
for their families in the concentration 
camps. 


cood 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 
information beyond that contained in 
te egram No. 2+ in C. 1096. 


Mr. CHANNING: But are the sales 


to be proceeded with or not ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
like to give a positive answer, but | 
think no fresh sales wili take place. 
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Concentration Camps. 

Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether any 
arrangements can be made for utilising 
the accommodation provided for housing 
the occupants of the concentration 
camps upon the farms that have been 
cleared, and where the homesteads have 
been destroyed. 


Me. Jz CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, sir, I 
understand that this accommodation 
ean and will be utilised for the purpose 
suggested. 


War Pensions. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
he will state the number of pensions 
granted in respect of the South African 
war, either to soldiers themselves or 
to widows and dependants, up to 31st 
May, 1902; and what are the numbers 
of soldiers, widows, and dependants who 
will thus receive pensions. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY oF 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The num- 
ber of soldiers who, having 
discharged medically unfit for further 
service On account of disa bility due to 
the South African War, have been 
awarded pensions, is 14,398. The 
numbers of and children of 
soldiers who died through the 
war, who have been awarded pensions 
are: widows, children, 4,184. 
It is not possible to give any estimate 
of the numbers of future recipients of 
such pensions. 


been 


widows 
have 


2 863: 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the 
whole value of these pensions equivalent 
to the Kitehener grant ! 


Military Censorship. 

sim JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
now that peace has been concluded in 
South Africa. whether he will state 
when the Military censorship on 
telegrams, letters, and newspapers, will 
be discontinued. 


The following (Juestion also appeared 
on the Paper 
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Mr. BRAND (Cambridgeshire, Wis- 
bech): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War, in view of the importance to 
business generally, whether he will 
state when the censorship on letters 
and telegrams in South Africa will be 
withdrawn. 


Lorp STANLEY: My right hon. 
friend cannot make any statement on 
this subject at present. 


Repatriation of Boer Prisoners. 

Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, whether the repatriation 
of Boer prisoners willcommence at once ; 
whether any priority will be given to 
those who took the oath of allegiance be- 
forethe surrender of the Boer forces; 
and what steps will be taken to repatri- 
ate the Boers who are interned in 
Portuguese territory. 


Lorp STANLEY: Repatriation — will 
commence as soon as possible, but [ am 
not ina position to give further details 
at present. 


Restocking of Farms. 

Mr. PAULTON: 1 beg to ask the 
Seeretary of State for War. whether any 
arrangements are being made for the 
disposal of the stocks of cattle, horses, 
and supplies which will no longer be 
necessary for military purposes, with a 
view to securing them for those whose 
farms have been cleared during the 
recent operations in South Africa. 


Lorp STANLEY: The disposal of the 
stocks in question is now being carefully 
considered by the authorities in South 
Africa, and full consideration is being 
given to the points suggested in the 
(Juestion. 


Private Slight, 12th Lancers. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether hisattention has been called to 
the renort of an inquest held at Ballin- 
collig, county Cork, on 22nd May, on the 
body of Private William Slight, of the 
12th Lancers, who had only seven 
months service, and who had comp'ained 
of being tired of service in the Army; 
and can he state with what kind of 
bullet this soldier committed suicide. 
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Lorp STANLEY: My right hon. 
friend's attention has been drawn to 
this case. Private Slight appears to 
have died of a wound self-inflicted by a 
service rifle, presumably using the ordin- 
ary service bullet. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the noble Lord aware 
that it was sworn at the inquest that 
the deceased's great coat contained 
Dum-dum bullets, and that he committed 
Suicide with one of them ? 

Lorp STANLEY : 
that. 


Tam not aware of 


Royal Naval Victualling Yard, Deptford. 
Captain NORTON -(Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
altv, if he can say whether a reduction 
ot hands at the Royal Naval Victualling 
Yard, Deptford, within the next few 
weeks, i. in contemplation; and, if so, 
whether, seeing that a number of men are 
now working overtime, he will consider 
the advisability of discontinuing overtime 
and of keeping extra men employed in 
order not toadd to the number of 
in the district already unemployed 


men 


THe SECRETARY to tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForSTER, Belfast, 
W.): No reduetion of the numbers of 
workpeople at the Royal Naval Victual- 
ling Yard, Deptiord, during the next few 
weeks is in contemplation. That being 
so, the points referred to in the second 
part of the and gallant 
(Question do not arise. 


hou. \iember’s 


H.M.S. ‘‘ Terrible.” 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir 
alty whether H.M.S. * Terrible” has leit 
the China station for home; if so, what 
was the port of departure and date of 
leaving it, and what amount of tons of 
coal she shipped prior to commencing the 


voyage. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The 
“ Terrible” has not left the China station, 
and no orders have been given for her 
return. 


Chinese Indemnity Payments. 
LORD CHARLES BERESFORD 
(Woolwich): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
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whether he can state the date approxi. 
mately that the Chinese indemnity bonds 
will be ready for distribution to private 
claimants. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY © of 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Lord CRANBORNE, Rochester): A 
scheme for the issue of bonds for the 


British share of the indemnity has been 
proposed by the British delegate on the 
commission of bankers at Shanghai and 
is under consideration by His Majesty's 
Minister at Peking. [I am not yet able 
to say when the bonds will be ready for 
distribution. His Majesty’s Government 
have, however, agreed that death claims 
of £100 and under shall be paid in cash 
out of the first half-vearly instalments, 
due on the Ist of July. 


Uganda Railway—Cost of Construction 
and Equipment. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): j heg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he will state what has been the 
total outlay on the Uganda Railway up 
to the time of the rail-head reaching 
Victoria Nyanza ; what is the estimated 
sum required to finish the permanent way 
and fully equip the line with rolling stoek 
for goods and passenger traffic; what is 
the estimated amount of the annual 
charges for working expenses; and the 
estimated annual interest on 
capital and working expenses have been 


} - | 
charged, 


loss when 


Lord CRANBORNE: It is impossible 
what the total outlay on the 
Uganda Railway had been on the exact 
date, viz. the 20th of December on which 
the rails reached the lake but at the end 
of the year it had reached a total of 
£4,832,501, 15s. 3d. The managing mem- 
ber of the Uganda Railway Committee has 
just returned from his inspection, and I 
hope therefore to be shortly in a position 
to inform the House of the further ex- 
penditure which will be required. 


to say 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: Will the 
noble Lord see that we have this infor- 


) 


mation before the Vote is taken ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I will see if it 
is possible. 1 can assure the House there 
is no disposition on the part of the 
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Government to take the House by sur- 
prise. We shall take care to give the 
jullest information in our power. 


Emin Fad el Allah. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E): | beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, whether it is now 
admitted that the French expedition 
which effected the destruction of the 
Emin Fad el Allah killed that chief in 


British territory; and whether that 
chief was at the time engaged in 


negotiations with the British authorities. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Fad el 
Allah in July last committed a raid on a 
istrict where the French had a post. 
He was pursued by them into the British 
sphere of influence, deteated and mortally 
wounded. The answer to the second 
part of the question is in the negative. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: 
the right hon. Gentleman say 
the encounter took place? 


Can 
where 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : [ am afraid 


| cannot do so from memory. 


Preferential Tariff for Empire Products. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): 1 beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he can give an 
assurance that, should detinite proposals, 
upon which the Colonies may be 
generally agreed, be submitted to His 
Majesty's Government in favour of the 
establishment of a system of mutual 
trade preference within the Empire, the 
House of ; Commons will be consulted 
before the Government is committed by 
any expression of approval to such a 


policy. 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am 
unable to givean answer to such a 
hypothetical Question. 


Colliery Special Rules in South Wales. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment if he has submitted to the 
Members of the Monmouthshire and 
South Wales Coal Owners’ Association 
certain modifications or Amendments to 
the Colliery Special Rules that he pro- 
poses to make in respect to timbering, 
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under the provisions of sub-section (2), 
of section 54, of the Act of 1887; 
whether the proposed alterations have 
been submitted to the non-associated 
employers and to the colliery workmen 
of South Wales or to their represen- 
tatives ; and, if not, will he, before pro- 
ceeding further in this matter, instruct 
the mines inspector for the district to 
afford non-associated employers and 
colliery workmen the same oppor‘ \inities 
for considering the proposed changes 
as are being given to the associated 
owners. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircitg, Croydon): | propose to make 
new rules with regard to timbering in 
South Wales on the same basis as those 
recently adopted in other parts of the 


country, but with any modifications 
which the cireumstances of the district 
render necessary. No formal proposal 
has yet been made, but the draft rules 


are being discussed informally: and both 
the Coal Owners’ Association and the 
representatives of the workmen are being 
consulted. I cannot at this stage, before 
the rules are formulated, consult the 
non-associited coal owners individually : 
but at a later stage, before the ruies 
come into force, every owner will have 
an opportunity of stating any objections 
he may have. 


Metropolitan Street Outrage—Murder of 
Mr. Murray Spicer. 

Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the case ot 
Mr. Murray Spicer, lately oi the 35th 
Company Imperial Yeomanry, who has 
succumbed to injuries intlicted by roughs 
on the night of the peace illuminations ; 
and whether he will consider the ad- 
visability of giving instructions to the 
police that they should, on Coronation 
night, deal severely with any such con- 
duct in the streets as was indulged in, 
frequently with impunity, on Monday 
last. Perhaps the House will allow me 
to say, in putting the Question, that Mr. 
Murray Spicer was a trooper in my 
Yeomanry Company, and that no more 
trustworthy and conscientious soldier 
served the King in South Africa. 
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The following Question also appeared 

on the Paper :— 
~. ic a? 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether his attention has 
been called to the murder of a merchant 
of the City of London, Mr. Murray 
Spicer, by a gang of roughs in Gower 
Street on the night of the peace celebra- 
tions: and whether, with the view of 
preventing such crimes by similar bands 
during the forthcoming Coronation cele- 
brations, he will consider the advisability 
of drafting extra police from beyond the 
metropolitan area, or of making use of 
the services of the military, for the more 
effective patrolling of the 
London. outside the line of route of the 
procession, during that period. 

Mr. RITCHIE: My attention has 
been drawn to a newspaper report of 
this case. The police are making every 
effort to bring to justice those who are 
responsible for Mr. Npicer’s death, and 
three arrests have already been effected. 
Arrangemeiits were made some time ago 
for the provision ot additional police lor 
the preservation of order in the metro- 
polis during the Coronation, and _ the 
police will, of course. take such action 
as may be necessary to suppress disorder 
in the sireets on the night of June ?6th. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradiord, W.): Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
it is a tact that on Monday night last 
the forces usually allotted for the control 
of these places were withdrawn, and sent 


? 


into the centre of London ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: | do not know, but | 
will inquire if the hon. Gentleman gives 
notice. 


Patent Fees. 


sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, in view of the surplus of revenue 
from patents, amounting last vear to 
upwards of £107,000, it is contemplated 
to reduce the renewal fees. so as to 
approxima te the cost of a patent in the 
United Kingdom to that in the United 
States. 
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Tue PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD op 
TRADE (Mr. Greratp BaLrovur, Leeds, 
Central): It is not at present in con. 
templation to reduce these fees. If the 
Patent Bill now before the House becomes 
law, a considerable increase in the staff 
of the office must follow, and the work 
done—which should be of material 
benefit to the inventor—will cause so 
large an expenditure of money as very 
greatly to reduce the present surplus. 


Alien Immigration. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
it his attention has been directed by His 
Majesty’s consular agents in Roumania, 
or by other means, to the exodus of poor 
Jews from that country, and to the 
efforts they are making to come to 
London : and what steps he is taking to 
prevent their ingress into Great Britain. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: © His 
Majesty's Minister at Bukarest has 
furnished a copy of a law relating to the 
org:nisation of trades in Roumania dated 
March 5, (18) 1902, which appears to 
affect the industrial position of Jews in 
that country. I have scen it stated that 
this law is likely to stimulate the emigra- 
tion of Koumanian Jews, but so far the 
number of Roumanians arriving in this 
country shows no material increase com- 
pared with last year. The whole ques- 
tion of alien immigration is at present 
under the consideration of a Royal 
Commission. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: And will 
this information be laid before the Royal 


) 


Comunission ! 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. 


sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if he is aware that in the past few months 
over a thousand persons seeking admis- 


sion to the United States have been 
rejected as undesirable citizens; and 


what steps he has taken to prevent their 
coming into the crowded centres of Great 
Britain. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
no means of knowing whether the figure 
given in the Question is accurate. The 
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last published returns show that in the 
year 1900-01 3,879 alien immigrants, or 
only 1 per cent. of the arrivals, were 
rejected from all causes by the United 
States authorities. During 1901 383 
rejected immigrants were returned to 
this country, “including 180 of British 
nationality. From these figures it would 
appear that only about 5 per cent. of 
aliens rejected by the United States 
authorities are returned to this country, 
and some of these probably do not settle 
here. As I have already stated, the 
whole question of alien immigration is 
now being considered by a Royal 
Commission. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Will the 
right hon. that this in- 
formation is laid before the Royal Com- 


) 


mission ! 


Gentleman see 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
doubt that it will be 


I have no 


London Elections Bill. 

“Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether, before proceeding with 
the London Elections Bill, he will lay 
before the House a list of the Metro- 
politan boroughs affected, showing the 
population and the number of electors 
by which each Parliamentary division 
will be either increased or diminished 
owing to the operation of the Bill. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol S.): [should be willing to 
obtain a Return on this subject if the 
right hon. Baronet will move for it. | 
will communicate with him as to the 
form of the Return. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Is 
precedent for altering 
divisions in this wav ? 


there any 
Parliamentary 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I 
I cannot answer that. 


am afraid 


Physical Training in Elementary Schools. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: | 
beg to ask the Vice-President of” ihe 
Committee of Council on 
whether he can insert provision in the 
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Education Bill for making physical and 
military instruction compulsory in all 
schools supported by publie funds. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk, for Sir 
J. Gorst): The kind of physical in- 
struction given in a public elementary 
school is left to the discretion of the 
managers. It is obvious that military 
training would be unsuitable in schools 
for little boys, girls, and infants. 


St. Michael's Infants School, Worcester. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottinghamshire, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he is aware that St. Michael’s 
National Infants School, Broadway, 
Worcester, from which Mrs. Morgan was 
recently dismissed, and to which the 
attention of the Vice-President has been 
previously directed, is now being  in- 
structed by pupil teachers, without the 
services of an adult teacher; and whether 
the Vice-President will make a com- 
munication to the Managers on the 


subject 
Mr. GRANT LAWSON: The Board 


of Edueation are informed that there is 
a certificated mistress now in charge. 


Scottish Licensing Laws. 

sir JOHN LENG: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate, seeing that His Majesty's 
{Inspector of Constabulary for Scotland 
urges the necessity for legis!ation to make 
The Public Houses (Hours of Closing 
(Seotland) Act, 1887, compulsory 
throughout Scotland, and to bring ice- 
cream shops under statutory reguiation, 
as bearing on the efficiency, usefulness, 
and of the Scottish constabulary 
and police, whether he can say when it 
is probable the Bill dealing with the 
Licensing Laws will be introduced by 
the Secretary for Scotland. 


cost 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : The Secre- 
tary for Seotland desires to take the 
earliest possible arcing 4 of dealing 
wiph Phe, Licensing -Luws, | yUL the state of 
pudli¢ Liiginess.coes nat permit of the 
hope that it can be done this Session. 
The Seerevary for Scotland is aware 
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of the widespread desire that ice-cream 
shops should be put under statutory 
regulations. The object would not in 
his opinion be wisely embodied in a 
measure dealing with the Licensing 
Laws; but he sympathises with the 
object of the Bill which has been intro- 
duced by the hon. Member for the Ayr 
Burghs. 


Government Printers—-Strike at Messrs. 
Wyman’s Works at Reading. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
is aware that a strike has recently 
taken place at the works of Messrs. 
Wyman & Sons, Government printers, 
Reading; and if he can state the number 
of hands on strike and the minimum 
rates of wages paid to women and girls 
recently employed in the different 
branches of the printing trade by the 
above-mentioned firm at Reading. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): 1 aminformed 
that it is the case that a strike has 
recently taken place at the works of 
Messrs. Wyman & Sons at Reading. 
Messrs. Wyman have reported to the 
Controller of the Stationery Office that 

**About seventy to eighty ” men ‘left off 
work on Friday, May 30th, without notice of any 
kind, immediately upon an additional girl 
layer-on from Edinburgh being put to feed a 
machine ” ; and that ‘‘about forty folding girls 
" were persuaded the next day to stay 
out.” 
As regards the rates of wages paid by 
Messrs. Wyman at Reading, the firm 
has reported as follows: 

“We are in all branches paying provincial 
typographical scale. We had about twenty 
girl feeders of machines paid from 9s. weekly to 
13s. weekly, and for special work 18s. weekly. 
Some of these came from Beccles, where they 
received 10s. Some were already working in 
Reading at 9s. in other ottices. The Reading 
rate paid before we went there was 7s. 6d. to 
IQs. . . . We have no layers on at lower 
rates than mentioned.” 


CaptaINn NORTON: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that in consequence of 
this strike we are not able to obtain the 
Debates in the Library later than those 
for the 26th May last, whereas we ought 
to have those for Fridey, June 6th. and 
will he say whether this has been: due to 
the staff at this end or the printers’ at 
the other end 4 
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Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) : And will the hon. Gentleman 
make inquiry into this matter of the 
societies interested as well as of Messrs, 
Wyman ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : [i 
they wish to make any representations 
they can address them to me. I have 
not had my attention called to the point 
raised by the hon. and gallant Member 
for West Newington, and I cannot say if 
it is as he states. 


Carrain NORTON : I only wish to 
draw the attention of the hon. Gentleman 
ak: -[Cries of “Order, order m) Then 
may [ ask--— 


*¥Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
supplementary Question was going beyond 
that on the Paper, and notice ought to 
have been given of it. And now the 
hon. Member proposes to make some 
observations on It. 


Worcester Race Meeting Telegraphic 
Arrangements. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that no telegraphists from Bir 
mingham performed duty at the Wor- 
cester race meeting on 15th and 16th 
April and the Wolverhampton meeting 
on 19th and 20th May, and that, not- 
withstanding the extra cost of travelling 
and subsistence allowance, telegraphists 
from other towns further removed were 
employed ; whether it is intended that 
the privilege which has hitherto been 
enjoyed by the Birmingham telegraph 
staff of furnishing a proportion of the 
staff for special events is to be withdrawn ; 
and, if so, on what grounds. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Postmaster General is aware that no tele- 
graphists were withdrawn from Birming- 
ham for the Worcester race meeting ; but 
one was sent to Wolverhampton during the 
race meeting there. There were circum- 
stances which rendered it practically im- 
possible to withdraw any more. It is 
not intended to make any alteration in 
the practice of withdrawing staff from Bir- 
mingnam for duty in connection with 
special events when telegraphists can be 
conveniently spared from that office. 
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Cattle Breeding in Ireland. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, K.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to a ease heard 
before the Irish Land Commission, of 
Pat Foy, tenant, 7. H. D. F. Montgomery, 
landlord, which was an application by 
the landlord to resume the holdings of 
some mountain tenants in the County 
Fermanagh for the purpose of introducing 
a breed of Scotch eattle;: and whether 
he will introduce a Bill taking away 
the power of the landlords to make 
clearances for such purposes ; and, seeing 
that among the witnesses examined by 
the landlord at the hearing of this case, 
was an oftieial of the Agriculture and 
Industries Department, whether he will 
take steps to prevent public otticers of 
this Department from appearing in such 
‘ases in future. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): In the 
case mentioned, the Land Commission 
reversed the decision of the Sub-Commis- 
sion, and refused the application of the 
landlord for liberty to resume possession. 
An appeal has been lodged against the 
decision of the Chief Commissioners, and 
consequently [ am debarred from dis 
cussing the matter further. The attend- 
ance of the witness referred to was 
secured by subpena. He was merely 
called to give his opinion on the qualities 
ot a certain breed of cattle, and gave no 
evidence with respect to the Jands in 
volved in the ease. 


Irish Land Bill. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’sCounty, Ossory): 
lL beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that, since the introduction ot 
the Land Bill, agreements for sale and 
purchase under the Land Purchase Acts 
have ceased; whether the Government 
intend proceeding this Session with this 
Bill: and, if so, ean he state when the 
Second Reading will be taken. 


Mr WYNDHAM: ‘The Land Bill 
was introduced on 25th March. In the 
following months 8&8 applications for 
under the Land Purchase Acts 
were received, as compared with 992 in 
Aprii and May of 1901. [should much 
regret the postponement of this measure 
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until next year; I have inferred from 
what has been said in this House and 
elsewhere that the parties principally 
concerned consider the Bill, in some of 
its chief provisions, to be a practical 
step in the right direction. I doubt if 
it would be worth while to have a Second 
Reading debate unless there were prospects 
of compressing the remaining stages 
within a compass which would justify 
the expectation of passing the Bill this 
Session. That expectation can scarcely 
be entertained if the Committee stage 
must be taken in the whole House. The 
Bill, again, could not be sent to a Grand 
Committee unless it came within the 
definition of a noncontentious measure. 
| should be ready to confer with those 
entitled to speak for all the parties 
concerned with a view to deciding, before 
it is too late, whether the Bill now has, 
or could be given, that complexion with- 
out detriment to its essential provisions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Watertord): 
May Iask whether, in view of the state- 
ment made by the right hon. Gentleman, 
he will move to discharge the Order tor 
the Second Reading of the Bill, and not 
continue the farce ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : Did I under- 
stand correctly that the Bill is to be 
referred to «a Committee, the 
majority of which are English and Scotch 
Members, and on which there will only 
be a handful of Lrish members ? 


great 


The whole 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 


‘thing is a faree. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Ifthe hon. Member 
will confer with those who are interested 
as to the best means of facilitating the 
Bill, it might be passed. The usual 
course will be pursued. 


Mr. DILLON: Was not the Bill 
introduced for the purpose of influencing 
the East Down election ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Ido not think 
that the reception of the Bill on the 
First Reading justifies the remark of 
the hon. Member. 

‘Irish Judges and Constabulary Reports. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask tie 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 

E 








103 (Questions. 


of Ireland, seeing that some of the Irish 
judges have expressed disapproval of 
the practice of furnishing judges of 
assize with Returns of reported offences 
prepared by the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
and in view of the fact that no similar 
Return is presented to English judges, 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of discontinuing the practice. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : None of the judges 
have expressed disapproval of the practice 
ot furnishing these Returns. The pre- 
mise upon which the second part of the 
Question is based, does not, therefore, 
exist. 


Millstreet Coercion Court.—Hire of Cars 
by Police. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that numbers of the policemen 
drafted into Miullstreet on 
of the holding of a coercion court there, 
on 19th May, got cars in Dunmanway, 
though they were not stationed in that 
town; will he state from whom they got 
these cars; and, seeing that cars could 
be had in the districts in which they were 
stationed, will he further explain why the 
stated was resorted to on this 
occasion. 


the occasion 


course 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has been misinformed. The cars were 
obtained in every case from the locality 
from which the police were drawn. 


Police Supervision in Millstreet. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that, at 
the last fair in Millstreet, a young man 
named Williams, the son of an evicted 
tenant in the locality, was followed 
wherever he went by two policemen, 
and that the evicted tenant is subjected 
to similar treatment; and, seeing that 
the town and district of Millstreet are 
free from crime, can he explain why the 
movements of these men are watched by 
the police. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, these 
men were under police supervision on the 
because there was 


Sir: 


occasion mentioned, 
good reason to believe they were engaged 
in the illegal practices of boycotting and 
intimidation. 
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Mr. SHEEHAN: ITs the right hon, 


Gentleman aware that at the recent 
quarter sessions, the County Court judge 
had no criminal business before him ! 


[No answer was returned. | 


Wren and Stokes!Estate, North Kerry, 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: T beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he js 
aware that an order was made before the 
Master of the Rolls for the sale of the 
estate of Wren and Stokes, North Kerry, 
in the year 1895, No. 319; and, seeing 
that this order has not been carried out, 
whether he will state the cause of the 
delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The case referred 
to appears to be that of Elliott +. Wren. 
The order for sale was made upon the 
condition that the sale should not be pro- 
ceeded with without the further orde 
of the Court, and liberty was reserved to 
the parties to apply to the Court as they 
might be advised. No application on 
the subject of the sale has since been 
made by any of the parties. 


Labourers (Ireland) Act Amendment Bill. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state when he 
preposes to introduce his Bill for the 
amendment of the Labourers (Ireland 
Acts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At an early date, 


Illicit Distillation Conviction at Ballina- 
muck. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on 23rd January last Timothy 
Brennan was fined £24 for alleged illicit 
distillation at Ballinamuck petty sessions, 
and that, as the defendant was a_ poor 
man, the presiding magistrates advised 
him to petition for a reduction of the 
tine ; and, seeing that such petition was 
signed by several magistrates of County 
Longford, and in view of Brennans 
circumstances, and that he bears a good 
character, some rebate of the fine will be 
granted in his case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM -: The Commissioners 


Revenue decline to mitigate 
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this penalty. Brennan is an old offender, 
and has twice previously been fined for 
the same offence. 


Irish Railways State Control. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has received a 
resolution passed at the Irish Trades 
Congress, stating that the time has 
arrived when the Lrish railways should 
be owned and worked by the State in the 
interest of the taxpayers, the travelling 
public, and the commercial and agri 
cultural community ; and whether, with 
this object, he will advise the Government 
to appoint a special Commission to sit and 
examine witnes-es in Ireland with a view 
of reporting to Parliament on this ques- 


tion. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Appointments of Englishmen to Irish 


ostmasterships. 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I bee to ask the Secretary to the 


Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will explain) why 
Englishmen have appointed — to 
vacant  postmasterships in Lisburn, 
Roscrea, Kilmallock, and Bullevant, while 
competent men could be found in Ireland ; 
and whether it is intended to make 
similar appointments to the vacancies in 
Kingstown. 


heen 


Me. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
When the postmasterships referred to 
were vacant, candidates were invited to 
apply for them in the usual manner, and 
from amongst the candidates the Post 
master General selected in each case the 
otticer who appeared to be the best 
qualified for appointment, having regard 
to rank and seniority as well as efficiency. 
li one at least of the cases referred to 
the person appointed is believed to be 
Irish ; but under ordinary circumstances 
no reference is made to the nationality of 
the candidates. The postmastership of 
Kingstown has already been filled up. 


Mr. THOMAS ODONNELL: Was 
there any application from Irish officers 
for these positions ? 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I 


do not know, but I should think it 
probable there was. Does the 
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Gentleman mean that no Englishmen 
should be appointed, and will he be pre- 
pared to accept the corollary that no 
Irishmen should be employed in English 
post ofttices 7 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Why 
should Irish  oftices be reserved for 
Englishmen ? 


Mr. REDDY (Kings Co, Birr): Is 
this the policy of “killing Home Rule 
with kindness” ? 


Education Department Statistics. 

Sin HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp 
ton, E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he will take care 
that the abstract containing the statistics 
of the Report of the Education Depart 
ment, which has been in the printers’ 
hands between two and three months, 
shall be circulated without further delay. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Every effort 
has been made to expedite the presenta 
tion of the abstract. I am assured by 
the printers that we may have it on 
Friday. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: I am not 
asking in any spirit of obstruction, but it 
is impossible to proceed further with the 
discussion of the Edueation Bill until we 
have these figures. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hardly agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman in that, 
but I hope they will be presented in 
time. 


Physical Training Inquiry. 


Sir WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester, N.W.): I heg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the Government will consider the ex 
pediency of extending to England the 
inquiry now proceeding by a_ Royal 
Commission into the physical training of 
hoys in State-aided schools in Scotland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I find that | 
answered a Question similar to that of 
my hon. friend on May 5th. I then said 
that it would be more prudent to await 
the result of the Commission now inquir- 
ing into the subject in Scotland—an 
inquiry which, though not absolutely 


E 2 
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conclusive, must certainly throw con- 
siderable light on the English question, 
and in the second place we should await 
the result of our debates on the Education 


Bill. 


Business of the House. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): What is the course of 
business to be this week 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to take 
Supply as usual on Thursday. Apart 
from that, the programme for the week 
will be Committee on the Budget, after 
which will come the Education Bill. We 
shall go on with Class 4 of Supply, as 
arranged. As we have already had a 
full afternoon sitting debate on the Edu- 
cation Estimates, I do not propose to put 
the Vote down first, but we shall take 
other Votes in the same class. 


Mr. ‘T. W. RUSSELL asked when it 


was proposed to take Lrish Supply. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No day has 
been fixed. IL shall be anxious to meet 
the convenience of the Irish Members in 
any arrangement that can be come to. I 
ought to add that at the evening sitting 
on Thursday, I shall take Class 3, Votes 
7, 8, and 9. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: Lheg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
when he intends to take Vote 12, Navy 
Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the House 
is aware, we were disappointed in the 
opportunity we hoped to obtain of taking 
this Vote. I cannot give my noble friend 
an absolute pledge, but I hope to be able 
to put the Vote down for a Friday sitting 
at no distant date. I think that would 
really be more convenient to the noble 
Lord than the original arrangement. 


The Budget. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I desire 
to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
a Question of which I have given him 
private notice, viz., whether on the 
basis of existing taxation as shown in 
Appendix II of his Statement circulated 
to Members, after providing for the 
charges for the termination of the war, 
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African Constabulary, the restoration of 
the Sinking Fund and the West Indian 
grant, the deficit to be provided for is 
£28,574,000 and whether towards meet- 
ing this deficit and without including 
the proceeds of the new taxation, he has 
now in hand £4,029,000 last year and 
£29,270,000, the proceeds of the new 
Loan making a total of £33,949,000 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX. 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): No, Sir, I think the inferences 
drawn by the hon. Member are not 
correct. 


Mr. LOUGH: Do the figures not 
show at any rate that the right hon. 
Gentleman has in hand _ two millions 
more than he wants ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 
think they do. 


I do not 


NEW BILL. 

ELECTORS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

To facilitate the Registration of 
Parliamentary and Local Government 
Electors and to amend in certain respects 
the Registration of Electors Acts. 1845 to 
1891, and the Representation of the 
People Acts,” presented by Mr. Guest, 
under Standing Order 31]; to be read a 
second time upon Monday 7th July, 
and to be printed.—{ Bill 229. | 


FINANCE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowruer 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


(Cumberland, 


Clause 1 :— 


*(2,50.) Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wol- 
verhampton, E.): I rise to move that 
Clause 1 be postponed. My reason for 
asking for the postponement of the 
clause is the unfortunate procedure 
which has been adopted with reference 
to what, after all, is a supplementary 
Budget, a procedure of which the House 
has had some cognisance of in the last 
few minutes, by a Question and answer 


which show the difficulty in which we 


interest on the new Debt, the South| have been placed by the mode n which 
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this question has been dealt with. The 
Committee has been placed in a difficult 
position by the Chancellor of the kx- 
chequer’s bringing forward what are his 
new financial proposals in the altered 
circumstances on the Second Reading of 
the Loan Bill. It was impossible on that 
Bill to have anything like a discussion 
on the statement he then made; and, 
by the Orders of the House, we are now 
precluded from entering upon a general 
discussion of these Budget proposals on 
going into Committee. I have no wish 
to interfere with a large number of the 
clauses of this Bill, clauses about which 
there may be some difference of opinion 
on various points with which we are 
familiar in Finance Bills, but I do venture 
to submit to the Government that it is 
not fair to ask the Committee to proceed 
any further in the imposition of new 
taxation until we have from the Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer a statement, not of 
a Vague, uncertain character, but a state- 
ment embodied in the shape of Estimates, 
laid upon the Table of the House, telling 
the House how he proposes to spend the 
large sum of money which will now not 
he required, but which the House has 
provided tor the war. IT will endeavour 
to lay before the House my reasons for 
arguing that, by pointing out the diffi- 
culties with which we are faced. Some 
eight weeks ago the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer brought in a Budget in which 
he estimated for a gross expenditure of 
£193,109,000. That sum included the 
ordinary provision for the Sinking Fund, 
and the estimated expenditure Was, there 
fore, reduced to £188.469,000. Lam sure 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer will not 
ditfer from me if I say he would not have 
budgeted tor that sum if eight weeks ago 
he could have foreseen that in so short a 
time the war would have been practically 
closed, and the House have been attending 
thanksgiving services over a Declaration 
ot Peace, on terms universally satisfactory 
hoth at home and in South Africa, and 
that the normal state of affairs was being 
rapidly resumed, It was a War Budget ; 
the Chaneellor of the Exchequer looked 
at the position in the gloomiest way, and 
in those circumstances rightly asked for 
this very large sum of money. Now a 
new state of things has arisen, and I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to remember 
what he included in his Estimate. I was 
hot present when the right hon, Gentle- 
man made his statement 
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*THeE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
3ristol, W.): Hear, hear! 


* Stir HENRY FOWLER: But I have 
read it most carefully, and I cannot re- 
concile his figures, nor, if I understood 
the debate correctly, could a much greater 
authority, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire under- 
stand them. Therefore there is some- 
thing to be explained to the ordinary 
man in the street. As | understood 
the Estimate. it included, not only the 
ordinary Estimates for the year, about 
which there can be no dispute, but 
£40,000,000 for war expenditure for 
between eight and nine months. ‘The 
Secretary for War had only made pro- 
vision for carrying on the war till 
practically the end of the year, at a cost 
roughly of £5,000,000 a month. — It 
included interest, not only on the war 
debt which had then been ineurred, 
but also on the war Debt in respect ot 
that which was to be borrowed this 
vear. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Which has 


been borrowed. 


* Sir HENRY FOWLER: The Budget 
provided for the payment of £750,000 
interest on the new war Debt, and. sub- 
jeet to the correction of the Chancellor ot 
the Exchequer, it provided, | think. 
£750,000 for the Sonth African Con- 
stabulary. The Chaneellor of the Ex- 
chequer did not make that clear the 
other night, but he included £1 800.000 
as a special grant for civil administra- 
tion in South Africa. 

*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH : That is in 
the Estimates already. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: Yes. I am 
enumerating the figures outside the 
ordinary Estimates which were in- 


eluded in the Budget. It included 
the £40,000,000, the interest on the 
Debt incurred, the £750,000 for the 
South African Constabulary, and over 
and above that, £17,000,000 for what 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
was requisite to carry on the war 
until the end of the financial year 
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because he was not satisfied with pro- 
viding for only eight or nine months 
expenditure. I cannot make out from 
the figures whether the right hon. 
gentleman provided for the £250,000 
Grant to the West Indies—my impression 
is that the right. hon. Gentleman did not, 
and, therefore, | do not put that in; but 
it was mentioned to the House. But 
the Chanceilor of the Exchequer told 
the House quite fairly that he had not 
included a variety of charges with re- 
ference to the termination of the war ; 
he had not included the gratuities which 
would be paid at the end of the war: the 
transport and other terminal charges, and 
those are the charges now before the 
Committee. The Budget of 1901-02 
made large provision on the assumption 
that there would be extra charges at 
the end of the war, and, though, the 
bulk of that sum has been expended in 
consequence of the prolongation of the 
war, there is still a balance of between 
£4,000,000 and £5,000,000 which went 
to swell the Exchequer balances at the 
end of the financial year. We cannot 
discuss it now, but | beg to enter my 
respectful dissent trom the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s view with reference 
to these Exchequer balances. The right 
hon. Gentleman said he did not provide 
for the stores and horses, payment for 
which would be required at the close of 
the war, and he did not provide for the 
concentration camps. I state frankly 
that the Ifouse had full notice that these 
sums would be required at some future 
date. 

What was the revenue on which the 
right hon. Gentleman relied to meet the 
estimated expenditure! He took a 
revenue from the existing taxation of 
£147,785,000 and added new taxation 
£5,150,000, making his total revenue 
£152,935,000. Subtracting that sum 
from the expenditure, he showed a deficit 
of £35,500,000. ‘That was the position 
as he left it at the end of the year, and 
when the change arose he ought to have 
laid upon the Table a complete statement 
of the scheme which he had in his mind, 
so that the Committee could check it at 
all points. As £40,000,000 was the 
estimated expenditure on the Army at 
its full strength for between eight and 
nine months, and as that estimate is now 
reduced by two or three months, we can 

Sir He ney Fowler. 
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see without going very closely into 
figures that there must be a_ large 
saving there. I gather that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer puts the saving 
at £28,000,000. Then there is the extra 
provision of £17,000,000, and that also is 
not wanted. Some accounts put this 
sum at £17,500,000, and others at 
£16,000,000, but I put it at £17,000,000. 
At all events, we are not far apart, and 
that sum is not wanted. But from the 
expenditure which would be saved, there 
must be deducted the new expenditure 
required, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has stated that for the various 
items connected with the closing of the 
war he will require the whole £40,000,000 
voted for a war expenditure of eight 
months, of which he saves £28,000,000. 
He now says that he will require the 
whole of that sum for the various items 
connected with the closing of the war and 
the transports, and tor the other items 
of expenditure to which | have just 
called the attention of the House. 

Then I raise the constitutional principle, 
that there has not been any estimate of 
that expenditure, and that it has never 
been considered in Committee of Supply. I 
do not think we ought to commit ourselves 
to the expenditure of £28,000,000 siniply 
upon the mere ‘ps /ivit of any Minister, 
however highly we may think of him 
and nobody thinks more highly than | 
do of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
There is a constitutional principle in 
volved of the control of the House ot 
Commons over public expenditure. We 
know that a good deal of this expendi- 
ture will be War Office expenditure, and 
our past experience of War Office ex- 
penditure is not encouraging. Our 
experience of the War Office — ex- 
penditure upon horses and 
upon transport and other items, has 
not been very encouraging; and | do 
not think that any Department of the 
State ought to be given a free hand in 
regard to an expenditure of something 
like £28,000,000. Certainly the House of 
Commons ought not to be asked to vote 
new taxation until there is laid before it. 
signed by the Secretary of State tor War, 
a statement of the mode in which the 
£28,000,000 is to be spent. The right hon. 
Gentleman has put the surplus, which will 
remain outside the loan, at £10,500,000. 
And he proposes to deal with it in this 


stores, 





m\ 


his 
vik 
dit 
ho 
Si 


i) 


bu 
iit 





1123 


into 
irge 
lan- 
ring 
xtra 
0 is 
this 

at 
OV, 
and 
the 
iere 
ure 
the 
ious 
the 
OOO 
cht 
100. 
the 
‘mS 
ind 
Ins 


‘ust 


ot 


di- 
ind 
eXx- 
yur 
eX- 


las 
do 
che 

in 
ng 
of 
ote 


ar’, 
he 
mn. 


his 





113 Finance 


way. He proposes to take £4,640,000 in 
order to replace the sum which was 
abstracted from the Sinking Fund. I 
think that is a proper course to take. 
It was borrowed money, and I do not 
juestion What he said on that point, 
jut it is quite another question when 
we come to additional taxation. I think 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
West Monmouthshire expressed not only 
his own view on this point but also the 
view of many other hon. Members who 
differ from him politically. My right 
hon. friend said that if we restored the 
Sinking Fund that would be a provision 
for the present and for the future reduc- 
tion of the Debt, and he pointed out that 
it does not mean only £5,000,000 today, 
Imt in the future as in the past it would 
mean £7,000,000 devoted to the Sinking 
Fund. My right hon. friend the Member 
for West Monmouthshire also pointed out 
that there remained another £5,000,000 
tobe dealt with, and that while you are 
taking £5,000,000 for the Sinking Fund 
you might also relieve the country of the 
£5,000,000 taxation. That would dispose 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
surplus of £10,000,000 and it could not 
be called an unfair partition of the money 
at his disposal. That is a clear issue, 
upon which the House will be called 
upon to give a decided verdict. I en- 
dorse my right hon. friend’s view com- 
pletely. That is a very proper course, 
ind £4,500,000 is a fair proportion in 
the interests of posterity. But 
thing is due to the taxpayers of the 
present, on whom new burdens are to 
be imposed. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has given a rather singular account 
of how he proposes to spend the other 
£45, 000,000 and here another constitu- 
tional principle is raised. First, the 
tight hon. Gentleman wishes to deal 
with the floating Debt. The right hon. 
Gentleman says there is a considerable 
floating debt. but that should be dealt 
with at the proper time and in the 
proper place, and I do not think it is 
necessary to impose new taxation to deal 
with the floating debt which at the 
commencement of this vear was not in 
contemplation when the right hon. 
Gentleman introduced his Budget. Then 
the right hon. Gentleman says that 
he requires money to finance the 
Exchequer. Owing to the arrangements 


some- 
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now made itis perfectly true that 
the great bulk of the expenditure is 
going on all the year and that the 


great bulk of the money, does not 
come in until the last quarter of the 
year. But that is a question of banking 


und not of borrowing the money. 
Previous Chancellors of the Exchequer 
under quite as difficult circumstances 


have had no difficulty whatever in 
arranging matters with the Bank of 
Eneland. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: But you 
cannot go beyond a certain point. 


*Sirm HENRY FOWLER: There was 
no difficulty last year. But if it is 
necessary to have further borrowing 
powers, let them be defined and limited. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman spoke 
of possible advances to the Orange and 
Transvaal Colonies, but he has told the 
House that those charges are to be met 
out of a loan on the revenues of the 
guaranteed by the British 
Government. 


Colonies 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I showed 
plainly that | did not contemplate any 
advanees made out of these £6,000,000 
being more than temporary. Of course, 
it takes time to make the necessary 
arrangements for the sanctioning of a 
loan by the legislative body which will 
have to be established in the Colonies, 
and for bringing Bills before Parliament 
for our guarantee. In the meantime it 
absolutely necessary — that 
advanees should be made tor the 
purposes which everyone approves. 
But the advances will be merely tem- 
porary. 


may be 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: I do not 
understand the machinery of the legisla- 
tion which is to sanction this loan. [am 
quite sure, however, that it could not 
be raised on better terms than the last 
issue of Consols. I do not think all 
these numerous schemes of expenditure 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has drawn within his net can come 
before the House of Commons as objects 
of expenditure for which new taxation 
should be imposed upon the country, 
and new taxation ought not to be im- 
posed until the House of Commons has 
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approved of those measures and until 
the House knows all about them. 1 do 
not wish to detain the House any longer 
but | want to put this question fairly, 
and | shall be ready to fight any detail 
afterwards in the proposals of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. In many 
of his proposals | do think he is making 
haste without making much speed. The 
House ought to have an authorised 
statement of what is to be done with the 
sums of £28.000,000 and £17,000,000, 
und should be given an opportunity of 
discussing this Budget of the 
year. 


Sect ynd 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 1 be postponed "—(Sir 
Henry Fowler.) 


*(3.10.) Sir M. HICKS BEACH: | 
very much regret that the right hon. 
Gentleman was not present on Wednesday 
last. when | made the very statement 


to the Hlouse for which he now asks. 
| Cries “a” No. "| I can give no other 
explanation than the repetition of 


that statement. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has given two reasons for the 
postponement of this clause. The first 
isthat he wants to know in what way 
we are going to spend the £28,000,000, 
ot the £40,000,000 taken on the 
Estimates for the war expenditure in 
South Africa which will not be required 
or war expenditure owing to the earlier 
termination of the war. { said that the 
would be required for certain 
military purposes, including the main 
tenance for a longer period than had 
heen anticipated of the population now 
inthe concentration camps—all of them 
being purposes which were not included 
inthe original Estimate of £40,000,000. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman asks 
that a detailed statement of the mode 
in which it will be applied for that 
service should be laid on the Table. 
It will be laid on the Table: but I 
understand that the right hon. Gentle- 
man desires that the money shall be 
actually voted by the House before 
the House proceeds with the Finance 
Bill levying the taxation necessary for 
the expenditure of the year Such a 
before made to the 
The clauses of the 


money 


proposal was never 
House of Commons. 
Sir He “ry Fouler. 
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Finance Bill are always considered in 
Committee long before all the Estimates 
are voted by the House. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): But not 


betore they are laid before the House. 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: Then is 
the demand simply that the Estimates 
shall be laid before the House ? 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: I ask that 
the promise of the Secretary of State tor 
War that these Estimates would be laid 
on the Table shall be fultilled before the 
House proceeds with the Bill. 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: There are cer- 
tain services admittedly necessary for the 
termination of the war. They are not like 
new Estimates or expenditure on which 
the view of Parliament might be doubttul. 
It is expenditure which must be incurred, 
and which every one will be glad to inew 
in view of the termination of the war. 
We are asked, before we proceed with 
the clauses of the Finance Bill proposing 
the taxation necessary to defray that 
expenditure, that fresh estimates should 
be placed on the Table of the House. | 
must say that the request seems to me to 
he entirely unreasonable. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman 
reason for his present proposal. He 
agrees with my proposal with regard 
to the restoration of the Sinking 
Fund, but he differs from my proposil 
with regard to devoting the remaining 
surplus of the loans raised to the paying 
off of debt to which it ought properly to 
he devoted: and he referred to the 
suggestion made the other evening by 
the right hon. Member for West Mon 
mouthshire that instead of taking that 
course the proposed new taxes already 
mentioned by the House, after two con- 
siderable debates, should be dispensed 
with, and, in fact, that we should devote 
borrowed money towards the reduction 
of taxation. 1 decline to take that 
course. I have declined to take that 
course already ; but [ own Iam surprised 
that such a suggestion should ever have 
come from the right hon. Member for 
West Monmouthshire. The right hon. 
Gentleman has not only preached the 
duty of paying our way, but has practised 
it under great difficulties ; and yet he is 
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actually the person to suggest to me that, 
with a deficit of £28,000,000, I should 
devote horrowed money to reduce taxa- 
tion which has been in operation for 
nearly two months, and that suggestion 
is supported by the right hon. Member 
for East Wolverhampton. These right 
hon. Gentlemen and | 


hon. Members 
who sit behind them have for the 
last three years been 


denouncing me 
because — [ did not enough 
from taxation and = raised too much 
hy borrowing tor the purposes of the 
rar. Lam astounded that they should 
turn round in this kind of way and 
press ine to take that course. It would 
be an evil precedent in the history of 
the finances of this country. 
No, Sir. their real objection, of course, 
principle ot in- 


raise 


is not to the abstract 
easing taxation in order to provide 
something towards — this deficit of 
£2 000,000 tor the Their real 
obje ‘tion is to the particular tuxes—or 
to one particular tax which I propose 
to raise for that purpose. Then let us 
have the fight out. Why does the right 
on. Gentleman interpose with — this 
dilatory and obstructive Motion in order 
to prevent us trom coming to thatfight ! 
the tight comes on in the first clause 
of the Bill, and if he desires to attack 
me tor pressing the corn duty in place 
of yielding it and devoting 

mey towards this great deficit, then 
let him denounce meas he is pertectly 
able to do when we are discussing that 
clause. But this is dilatory and ob- 
structive motion, and | will not pursue 
its dizcussion further. 


year. 


borrowed 


sir WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Monmouthshire, W.): I do not think 
l ever recollect an entirely new supple- 
mentary statement being produced by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer with 
vehemence and warmth. The 
has advanced to us is a very 
As tothe figures that he 
laid before the House the other night- 
[ suppose it is due to my own obtuse- 
ness—I was not able to understand them 

the time, and [ have examined them 
since in print, and I am totally at a loss 
to understand the statement he made 
then, or to reconcile the figures in print 
with his speech on the Budget or the 
tables accompanying it. He proceeded 


(3.18.) 


so much 
case he 


serious one. 
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to talk of £174,000,000 the other nigh 
as being the figure of the expenditure. 
[ pointed out to him at that time that 
it was absolutely inconsistent with his 
own tables, where he showed an expendi- 
ture of £188,000,000. Therefore, | 
remain of the same opinion | held then 
after the most careful examination I can 
give to the statement that the surplus 
he has at his disposal must be con- 
siderably more than he stated on that 
oceasion. Now he says that he laid 
before us the other night particulars ot 
how the £28 000,000 were to be disposed 
of. He did not lay before us anything 
except a general statement. He said, 
‘I am going to do this, that, and the 
other, and that will exhaust the 
£28,000,000." That is not, Sir, the 
information the House of Commons has 
a right to expect. If that is his 
view of what the Budget means, it is 
the most extraordinary | ever heard. 
He says that the Budget does not 
depend on the voting of Supplies. No, 
Sir, but it depends on the Estimates 
presented to the House. That is the 
essence otf the Budget. If you dis- 
approve of the Estimates presented to 
the House you object to them in the 
Budget, and you object to the new 
provisions of taxation in that Budget. 
The right hon. Gentleman chose to 
night to treat the matter as if peace had 
made no change whatever in the 
financial condition of the country. In 
his view we, in April, settled the whole 
finances of the year when we were at 
war, and when he said, reasonably 
enough, that what he intended to do 
was to provide for a twelve months con- 
tinuance of the war. Now he turns 
round and says that the House should 
sanetion the whole of this expenditure. 
Can anything be more unsatisfactory, 
anything more unreasonable, anything 
more contrary to the fundamental 
principles of finance than that when 
you estimate the taxation of the 
country on the basis o expenditure at 
£188,000,000, and then find that that is 
£20,000,000 too much, vou should say 
all this was sanctioned two months ago, 
and therefore cannot be altered? It 
ought to be altered. The conclusion of 
peace makes it necessary that it should 
be altered. It is trifling with the House 
and the country to assert that because 
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you made a statement founded upon a 
condition of things which has ceased to 
exist, therefore that statement and that 
policy is to continue. I say that no 
finance Minister ever dealt with the 
taxation of the country on sucha basis as 
that. Under all former conditions of the 
same kind, when a peace was concluded 
the whole taxation of the country was 
altered. What happened in 1815? The 
House of Commons determined unani- 
mously to abolish the income tax, and 
that is a precedent in finance against the 
conduct and the course taken by the 
right hon. Gentleman. Now we 
placed in a very awkward position, 
and we ought to have some means of 
escape from it. We ought really to 
deal matter as if we were 


are 


with this 
engaged in the Second Reading of the 


Finance Bill. The Second Reading of 
the Finance Bill was founded on the 


hypothesis of twelve months war with 
expenditure corresponding to it; and 
the House is entitled, looking at the 
whole condition of things, and the 
whole of the expenditure contemplated 
upon the Estimates for which the 
spending Departments are responsible, 
to consider what burdens it will or 
will not lay upon the country. That 
is the finance of this country, and | 
hope it will long continue to be so. 
Now we are in Committee upon the 
Finance Bill, and no general view can 
be taken of the financial position when 
we are asked singly and one by one 
to vote taxes which, if we had a general 
view of the whole situation, we might 
pronounce to be unnecessary and super 
fluous. [ say that the House is 
entitled to review the altered conditions 
of the financial necessities of the country 
in consequence of the happy establish 


ment of peace lo ask in the first 
two months of the financial year that 
we should go on for the remaining 
ten months on a Budget founded on 


Estimates when war was in progress 
and might continue for ten months 
more, is in my opinion irrational and 
unjust to the taxpayers of the country. 

{ never listened to anything that 
astounded me half so much as_ the 
statement just made by the right hon. 
Gentleman. He said that we object to 
Yes, Sir, of course we 
object to a particular tax. We object 

Sir William Harcourt. 


a particular tax. 
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to any tax which we think is unneces- 
sary, whatever it is. If the general 
condition of the finance of the nation 
makes any one tax unnecessary, or 
makes all the taxes unnecessary we 
have a right, and it is our first duty, 
to pronounce upon that situation. Now 
there is a particular tax that we object 
to more than any other, and the defence of 
that tax was the condition of war. The 
Colonial Secretary went down to Birming- 
ham and declared that it was a war tax in 
these very words —- 

** This is a tax for war, a just and necessary 
war. 
You have gone down to the very dregs of 
taxation when you begin to tax the 
food of the people. It was only the ex 
treme pecessitvy of war that could have 
driven you to imposing such a tax, and 
therefore, above all, is it necessary that 
we should regard this tax, as well as 
others, from the point of view of the 
peace which has been now happily pro- 
claimed. I cannot understand the tone 
assumed by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in this matter. He said the other 
night, and [ entirely agree with him, that 
it is right and proper that vou should 
raise taxation at the same time that you 
Bat you 
have 


raise loans. have raised loans, 
and you taxation on 
oceasion, upon the assumption of war, and 
having raised the loans and the taxation 
you find vourself in a condition of peace, 
and therefore any expenditure of money— 


raised this 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH made a remark 
which was inaudible in the gallery. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT : I think 
you have in practice collected the taxes 
upon the preliminary sanetion you 
obtained. But then that preliminary 
sanction viven in another state of 
things, and vou have no right to rest 
on that — preliminary when 
the essential conditions on which it rested 
have been entirely changed. The House 
has aright, in fact it is our duty, 
into consideration the change which has 
come about with the promulgat ion of peace, 
In point of fact, the Government finds 
itself in possession of a large sum of 
money—the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
says £10.000,000, { believe it is more— 
but whether it is £10,000,000_. or 
£20,000,000, there is nothing more 
unsound in finance than to allow the 


Was 


sanction 


to take 
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executive Government to be in possession | 


of such a large sum unappropriated. It 
is not by that means that we have 


19 JUNE 1902} 


Hill. 122 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I promised 


the other evening to lay a statement on 


avoided that waste, extravagance, and | 


mischief to sound finance which 
prevailed in other countries. It is in 
the rigorous adherence to rules which the 
House of Commons has insisted upon in 
protecting the money of the people that 
our system of finance is grounded. 
What is the condition of things? If 
vou leave this £10,000,000 in the hands 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, he 
isnot bound to apply it in any particu- 
lar way. It is money in his pocket. It 
jis money of which no account has been 
rendered to the country at all. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman that the 
money is wanted for the war. So is the 
Army wanted for the war, but we do 
not give £20,000,000 or £30,000,000. to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to spend 
is hie likes on the Army. 


Says 


*sizr_ M. HICKS BEACH: I cannot 
spend a penny of it until it has been 
voted by the House of Commons. 


Stir WILLIAM HARCOURT: What 
are you going to do with it? The 


appropriation of this money stands on 
the sume footing as that for the Army 
When we are going to spend 
money on the Army the (covernment 
requires to give the House of Commons 
the details of the particular items of that 
expenditure. Why should we not, it 
regard to this £28,000,000, have the 
particulars of the expenditure just as 
much as of the expenditure on the Arniv 
itself! The proposed procedure of the 
Government strikes at the roots of the 
whole financial system of our country. 
How ought this money to be dealt with ! 
I say first of all that we are entitled to 
have a new Budget. If peace had been 
proclaimed two months ago we would 
not have had these taxes: that is certain. 
And that ought to have 
time for consideration and to have an 
account rendered to us. I do not see 
why this £28,000,000 should be voted 
before a statement is laid on the Table of 
the House just as the Estimates are laid 
on the Table. That is the demand which 
the right hon. Gentleman who moved 
the Motion before the Committee has 


made. 


itself. 


being so we 


has | 


the Table. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: What a 
promise! It is as if the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer asked for £30,000,000 tor 
the Army on the promise that on some 
future day he would lay a statement on 
the Table of the House telling us how 
the £30,000,000 is to be appropriated. 
Was there ever such an absurdity as 
that? What is the meaning ot the 
Order that within a certain number ot 
weeks from the meeting of Parliament 
the Estimates shall be presented to the 
House of Commons? It is for the express 
purpose that Parliament shall know every 
single farthing you propose to spend ; 
and if the Government does its duty, it 
ought to present details of all that the 
money is wanted for for the year; and a 
departure from that system, and intro- 
ducing great Supplementary Estimates 
isa great evil and mischief. Why, part 
of the Supplementary Estimates are pro- 
dueed even before beginning the con- 
sideration of the Finance Bill. We are 
entitled, before we go a step turther in 
the taxation of the people, to have an 
account on the basis of the expenditure 
to wind up the war. The right hon. 
Gentleman rather censured me tor being 
a party to the suggestion that this money 
should be appropriated. half to the redue- 
tion of Debt, and half to reduction of 
taxation. There is a clear difference 
between money raised by borrowing and 
money raised by taxation. But vou find 
yourselves now in a new position alto 
gether, You have collected this money 
and have got it in hand, and it seems to 
me to be not unfair that when you make 
it disposition of it you should appropriate 
some of it to the Sinking Fund; and 
when the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
announced the other night that he meant 
to do so, | applauded him. But appro 
priating the money to the Sinking Fund 
is very different from appropriating it to 
paying off Treasury Bills. Is this addi- 
tional taxation necessary? If not, it is 
unjust. Thoseare the grounds on which 
I sincerely and cordially support the pro- 
position of my right hon. friend. | think 
we ought not to proceed with further 
taxation until we have laid upon the 
Table the Estimates of the expenditure 
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to which that taxation is to be devoted. 
That is a very simple proposition. | 
think that if we were to go on in Com- 
mittee without these estimates, and 'm- 
pose additional taxes upon the people, 
we should be acting inconsistently with 
the principles of British finance, and | 
hope, at all events, the House will pro- 
nounce upon that issue. 


*(3.37.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said he thought it was unfortunate 
that so much heat had been developed 
on What was after all a pure matter of 
business. The Budget introdueed two 
months ago was a War Budget: this 
Peace Budget, and it was more 
portentous than the War Budget. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had a 
surplus of £12,000,000, and in addition 
to that there was a saving on war 
expenditure of £258,000,000, which was 
to be re-expended yet without details so 
far given, so that this Budget involved 
an unspecified expenditure unauthorised 
by any grants in Supply, of £10,000,000, 
It had been explicitly laid down by May 
that Committee of Ways and Means should 
precede Committee of Supply, and that 
the Committee of Supply could not go 
beyond the amount provided for in the 
Committee of Ways and Means. They 
were, however, now asked to leave in 
amount of £40,000,000. 
He admitted there was great difficulty in 
understanding the figures. He had 
tried his hand at them himself and if he 
had failed other Members might fail. 
He was not sure that there was not 
some misapprehension in the mind of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer when 
he told the Committee that he could 
not borrow from the Bank of England 
hoyond a certain limit. The right hon. 
Gentleman could borrow every farthing 
that was granted for the service of the 
vear. There was no such limit. 


Was a 


suspense an 


*Stir M. HICKS BEACH: I did not 
say that there was a legal limit; what | 
said was that we could not borrow on 
Ways and Means beyond a certain limit 
without seriously disturbing the money 
market. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that that 
was quite another matter. But the 


original remarks of the Chancellor of 


Nis’ Withiam Hurvourt. 
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the Exchequer had certainly suggested 
to him that there was something in the 
law which provided that he could not 
borrow beyond a certain point. The 
right hon. Gentleman was well aware 
that there was absolutely no limit to 
his borrowing powers. He might borrow 
trom the Bank every farthing of his 
Budget, except that he was bound to 
re-pay his borrowings in the 
ceeding quarter. This was an entirely 
new Budget; it was a Peace Budget: 
hut the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
made no difference between a War anda 
Peace Budget, except that in the latter 
he had applied £4,640,000 to the Sink 
ing Fund, and had taken off the Cheque 
Duty. a sum amounting to £500,000, 
His total estimated revenue was 
£152.935,000, but deducting the Cheque 
Duty it was £152,435,000. Add the 
produce of the Loan £50,000,000, and 
the dratt the right Gentleman 
proposed to make on the Exchequer 
balances of £5,500,000, and that gave a 
total revenue or resources for the veal 
of £187,035,000. Now look at the other 
side. ‘The expenditure specified was 
£170,719,000. Add to that the Sink- 
ing Fund £4.640,000—a total expendi- 
ture of £175,359,000. Now deduct 
that from his resources and the House 
would see that the Chanceilor of the Ex- 
chequer had a surplus of £12,576,000, 


suc- 


hon. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
think the hon. Gentleman includes the 
money for the South African 
stabulary and the grant to the West 
Indies. 


( ‘on- 


“Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he did 
not, because thev were not in the 
original Budget. He 
changes made in the new Budget. 


only gave the 


*lyn M. 


t hey were. 


HICKS BEACH: Oh, yes, 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that if 
they were, then they were also included 
in his figures. The right hon. Gentleman 
asked the Committee to put the loan 
out of consideration. Lie could not put 
the loan out of consideration in dealing 
with the Budget. The loan had been 
effected. and the right hon. Gentleman 
had the money. If he had not had 
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the money, the situation would 
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of the Exchequer, but let 


wholly different. and he would have} them for the sake of argument accept 
een justified in talking about devoting | his figures as far as the £28,000,000 was 
| concerned, and there still remained the 


borrowed money to the purposes oi 
taxation. There was an old Italian 


if my aunt were a man she 


proverb, an 
my unele.”” The right hon. 


would be 


| eellor of 


Gentleman had got the loan, and 
they could not argue as if he had! 


not horrowed it. 
shown quite clearly that the right 
hon. Gentleman had a surplus 
£12,500,000 ; but the right hon. Gentle- 
man also stated that there would 
saving in War expenditure of £28,000,000, 
which he proposed to apply to purposes 
only generally indicated. That made 
£40,000,000 of undenominated expendi- 
ture, Which the right hon. Gentleman 
should show reasons for before asking 
the Committee to provide it. The right 


be a 


hon. Gentleman endeavoured to show 
reasons, but they were vague and 
general reasons, not specific reasons, 
and he himself did not think that 


they were satisfactory reasons. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer seemed 
to treat the £40,000,000 surplus quite 
lightly: and he asked the Committee 
with a very general and 
vague expression as to the purposes to 
which he was about to apply it. He 
could not treat that surplus lightly. It 
was more than the whole produce of the 
income tax for the present year, more 
than the whole cost of the war for the 
vear as provided in the Budget, and 
enormous sum. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer suggested that it would 
he spent on gratuities — there were no 
details or figures, —on furlough pay, 
transport, deferred liabilities of the War 
Utlice, concentration camps, 
and finally advances to restock farms. 
But these latter were purely temporary, 
leeause the final provision in regard to 
them would come out of a loan to be 
guaranteed by the country. As to his 
turther suggestions that he would want 
money for financing the Exchequer, it 
not a question of financing the 
Lxchequer as it now appeared, but of 
inancing the money market, because the 
right hon. Gentleman had avowed that 
what prevented him from borrowing 
ip to his power was not any legal 
limit, but money market considerations. 


to be content 


Was an 


CALLIsOns, 


Was 


He had, he thought, | 


ot | 


He could not accept as a Budget state- | 


ment the vague generalities of the 


| £12,500,000 to be accounted for. Here 
he would remark, that with the peace 
Budget as in the war Budget the Chan- 
the Exchequer entirely left 
out of account any contribution which 
would be received from the Transvaal] 
mines towards the expenses of the war 
He thought that was very important. 
He believed that unless a contribution 
were levied at a moment when the mine 
owners had a present or recent sense ot 
danger, no contribution at all would be 
received, for the mining interests were 
very powerful, and had means of acting 
on individuals by salaries and syndicates 
of a potent character, and they would 
probably resist any considerable bur 
den. When the war was entered 
upon, the right hon. Gentleman said he 
looked principally to the ‘Transvaal for 
the expenses of the war, and he said that 
possibly even the whole expenditure and, 
at any rate, a considerable proportion of 
it, would be obtained in that manner. 
That considerable proportion had shrunk 
and shrunk and shrunk, and now the 
right hon. Gentleman only suggested 
that some part of the expenditure might 
be borne by the Transvaal mines. He 
passed from that and returned to the 
£12,500,000. That surplus was partly 
obtained by the imposition of new taxa- 


tion —ineome tax £2,000,000 and the 
corn tax £2,500,000. Without these 


taxes there would still be a surplus ot 
£8,000,000. He admitted that he was 
not quite certain of the figures, but he had 
tuken them from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s own statement, as iar as 
he could make it out But whether 
the surplus) was) £12,500,000 © or 
£10,000,000, or even the £6,.000,000 to 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had sought to whittle it down, it was 
partly tormed of taxation which 
was proposed when there was already 
a surplus in existence. By no con- 
ceivable manipulation of the figures, 
could the surplus be reduced to the 
£4,500,000 which produced — by 
new taxation. putting on 
either of the he had men- 
tioned, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


was 
Without 
two taxes 


|would not only have ample money to 
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pay every specified expense of the year, | 
have sufficient even tor | 


but he would 
unspecified expenditure. Under these 
circumstances, it was absolutely unjustifi 
able to impose any extra taxation at all. 
It was not a question of issuing a loan 


to relieve taxation. The right hon. 
Gentleman had the loan, and it was 


neither right nor proper to put on 
£4,500,000 of taxation, in order to swell 
the surplus he already had. 

The 
said that 
have, would, 
to the reduction of 
would that be possible? 
hon. Gentleman asked the Committee 
to leave his hands free: but his hands 
were full of money. ‘There was no 
position so dangerous for a Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, as to have his 
hands free and vet full of money. That 
danger was immense. The only protec- 
tion a Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
when his colleagues and the Departments 
of the State came to him with their de 
was that he had not the money 
have to ask the House of 
Commons for it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man would not now have that protection, 
because his colleagues and the Depart- 
ments would reply that the right hon. 
Gentleman had the money and could, 
therefore, indulge them in any of these 
demands. = Under circumstances, 
it would positively rain Supplementary 
Estimates. There would be Estimates 
from the First Lord of the Adiniralty, 
from the Secretary of State for War, 
and from the Vice-President of the 
Council, who would ask that the expense 
of education should be borne by the 
Exchequer instead of by the rates But 
supposing the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
resisted all such demands, and that the 
£12,500,000 or, if the right hon. Gentle 
man liked. the £6,000,000, went to the 
Sinking Fund, he should remember that 
he had already applied £4,600,000 to that 
Sinking Fund. If he were to make it 
£10,000,000 or £6,000,000 more, surely 
that was a large sum to add to the Sinking 
Fund, at a time when taxation was ex- 
tremely oppressive. In 1899 the right 
hon. Gentleman relieved the taxpayer by 
raiding the Sinking Fund: now he was 
raiding the taxpayer for the benefit of 
the Sinking Fund: he from the 
Sinking Fund 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whatever residue he might 
if possible, be applied 
taxation. But 
The right 


mands 
and would 


such 


took 


when he = should _ not 
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have done so: and now he was taking 
trom the taxpayer when there was no 
need. 

He thought he had shown conelu- 
sively and clearly that, taking into 
account the new circumstances which 
had arisen, and the loan, there was 
no need, for the purposes of revenue. 
for inereased taxation. Then why was 
it proposed? The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was rather wrath with 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
who objected to the corn tax; but 
it that tax were not proposed for 
revenue, it must have been proposed for 
some ulterior purpose. (Cheers.) He 
heard cheers on both sides of the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman was a Free 
Trader. He went through Oxford, and 
the dismal conglomeration of pretentious 
platitudes which were known by the 
name of political economy, and emerged 
a Free Trader. But he was also a land 
and when he remembered the 
maxims ot Adam Smith, and Cobden 
and Bright, he kept a warm corner in 
his heart for the land. and also, perhaps, 
for the price of corn. He was inclined 
to apply to the right hon. Gentleman. 
with some variation, the language ot 
Matthew Prior 


owner. 


* The merehant, to seeure his treasure 
Conveys it in a borrowed name. 
Revenue serves to grace my measure ; 
Protection is my real tlame.” 

He did not propose to make a crusade 
against Protection. He admitted that 
new circumstances and new _ contin- 
gencirs might require a great change 
of policy, and. if a Minister pro 
posed it. he tor one would be pre 
pared to consider it with an open mind 
He had never regarded Free Trade as a 


universal gospel capable of universal 


‘application in all circumstances, times, 


and places. He recognised that other 
countries had flourished without Free 


Trade and even under Protection. 


*THet CHAIRMAN : The hon. Gentle- 
man will not be in order in’ pursuing 
the discussion. 


*VIrn. GIBSON BOWLES said he was 
about to remark that this was not the 
proper occasion on which to discuss that 
question ; but neither was this a propel 
way tor the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
hegin a change of policy. If sucha policy 
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were to be initiated, let the right hon. 
Gentleman propose to put on 10 per cent. 
or 20 per cent. on all the imports of the 
country. A 4 per cent. charge on corn 
was not sufficient to please either friend 
or enemy. Would it please the Colonies ? 


“THe CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 
Member is anticipating. He had better 
vait until | put the clause as a whole. 


*\In. GIBSON BOWLES: The real 
point of the Motion, and the point which 
made him look with a friendly eye upon 
it, was that the Committee had not yet 
had the details of the new Budget before 
it. As regarded the £40,000,000 included 
in the Budget they had not the figures or 
an estimate. Whether by postponing 
this clause, or in some other way, he sub- 
mitted that it was absolutely necessary, 
hefore coming to a proper judgment upon 
the financial aspect of the vear, that the 
figures for the year should be placed 
betore the Committee. 


(4.2.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 
said in his opinion the Committee were 
indebted tothe right hon. Gentleman the 
Member tor East Wolverhampton for the 
Motion he had moved today, and he did 
not think the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had given at all a tair reply to the right 
hon. Gentleman. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had said that he ought to 
have been present on the last occasion, 
but if the right hon. Gentleman had 
been present on the previous Wednesday 
he would not have been much wiser. 
The figures of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on Wednesday last were not 
very clear, and would not have given 
much information. He himself put 
aw (Question to the Chancellor of 
Exchequer on that day. He asked 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
had given up to that date the slightest 
explanation of what he was going to 
do with the surplus ot 


{9 June 1902} 


the | 


£40,000, 000 | 


odd of last year’s borrowing, but the | 


right hon. Gentleman made no reply. 
The figures were very simple if they 


avoided complication, and looked at only | 


those which were necessary. We were 
fuce to face with an entirely new 
situation. The right hon. Gentleman 
had told the Committee that he was 
relieved from the necessity of finding 
£17,000,000, and also from borrowing 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


Bill. 


another £1 2,000,000 whichhe had referred 
to earlier in the discussion. The right 
hon. Gentleman had told the Committee 
that he was relieved from providing in 
the course of the year £29,000,000. All 
that was then suggested was that the 
right hon. Gentleman should give the 
taxpayer a similar benefit to that which 
had come to himself. That was the 
position he took. He thought there was 
an entirely new situation, and all that 
the Motion asked was that the right hon. 
Gentleman should pause before insisting 
upon new taxation which must and 
would cause a great disturbance to trade. 
If that single point were taken, the Com- 
mittee would see that there was a great 
deal in the case which had been put by 
his right hon. friend. We were now in 
a state of peace ; every telegram coming 
from South Africa showed that every- 
thing was going on well. But the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer wanted to pin the 
Committee down to the arrangement 
made two months ago, at a time when 
the country wasat war. The right hon. 
Gentl-man spoke of this taxation as 
already imposed. The tax had not vet 
been imposed ; and, even if it were, he be 
lieved there weremany precedentsin recent 
years for rejecting Budget proposals 
which had been put into force. In the 
case of the present Budget, if the 
Committee were not able to look at the 
new situation in which the country stood, 
then the whole proceeding of the Com- 
mittee was a farce. The Motion of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Wolverhamptonasked that the clatise 
should be postponed in order that the 
Committee should have an opportunity 
of looking at it from the point ot view 
of the present situation. The right hon. 
Gentleman had revenue to the extent 
of £149,000, 000withoutany newtaxation, 
and they had no undertaking as to how 
some £20,000,000 of that revenue was to 
be employed. He thought the tax-payer 
ought not to have to bear any greater 
burden. Every one knew that it was 
only temporary, now that we were at peace, 
and under those circumstances it seemed 
a very violent thing to increase so 
largely the normal revenue of the coun- 
try. What harm would it be to post- 
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pone the clause? Let them go on with 
the next clause, and go on with the 


Budget, and let the right hon. Gentleman 
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take time to consider this matter. The 
income tax payer had got burdens to 
bear already. He naturally would say 
“What is the use of Peace to me, if you 
are to wring out of me the last penny !” 
The same precedent was adopted in 1815. 
The income tax was taken off immedi- 
ately on the receipt of the announcement 
of peace. It was a most reasonable sug- 
gestion that this clause should be post- 
poned, and he hoped the appeal of «his 
right hon. friend would be acceded to. 
(4.13.) Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Elland) said that at the end of the 
Crimean War the then Chancellor of the 
Exchequer took a very different line to 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite in 
regard to the Budget generally. When 
he brought in his first Budget the negoti- 
ations for peace were going on, and it 


was quite Uncertain which way they 
would go. On that occasion the line 


which the then Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer took, was to bring in a Budget 
for the first quarter of the year, in order 
that whenit was ascertained whether peace 
was certain, he would be able to make 
his financial Statement for the year. The 
Chaneellor of the Exchequer of that day 
recognised that peace would lead to an 
entirely new situation and anew Budget, 
and before he brought that new Budget 
before the House he laid the revised 
Estimates upon the Table. 

sim EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) 
said the debate had shown that no real 
agreement existed as to the essential 
facts under discussion. He suggested 
that the right hon. Gentleman should 
consent to lay on the Table a revised 
edition of the Financial Statement. The 
conclusion of peace had profoundly modi- 
tied the financial position, and it was 
only fair that the Committee should 
know precisely how they stood with 
regard to the Finances of the country. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
proposed a fundamental change — in 
their financial policy. He — believed 
the corn tax was generally considered 
as such—-and the proendi of the 
necessity of the tax lay upon the right hon. 
Gentleman. It was impossible to justify 
such a proposal unless the necessity was 
first proved, and that necessity could not 
be proved unless everybody was in posses- 
sion of the figures relating to the national 
agreement established in 


OnUS 


finance, and 
respect thereot. 


Mr. Lough. 
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(4.20.) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) endorsed the appeal 
that the Committee should be put in a 
position really to judge of the present 
financial situation before they were 
called upon to impose new taxation, 
Hon. Members who had dissented from 
the statement of the last speaker that 
large changes were being made, seemed 
to have forgotten that a sum of 
£30,000,000, originally proposed — for 
certain purposes, was now to be applied 
to something totally different, and that a 
sum of £16,000,000 more than was 
required, which was borrowed under the 
Loan for war purposes was going to he 
applied in other directions altogether, 
The Committee were entitled to ask for 
time, properly to consider these funda- 
mental differences between the original 
Budget and that now proposed. — The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said 
that no such proposal had ever 
made before. Of course it had not, for 
the simple reason, that no Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had ever made such pro- 
posals as the present in previous cases 
of peace and war. Both in regard to 
the Crimean War and after the Con- 
tinental War, the House of Commionis had 
an opportunity with the facets and figures 
before it, of reconsidering the financial 
position. In the present year there had 
been no proper Budget at all. In his 
original statement the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had given—as he seemed to 
have become accustomed to doing —the 
loosest possible Estimates, and for some 
£17,000,000 he could give ho proper 
Estimate at all. Such a course was 
absolutely unprecedented, except 
Supplementary Estimates or a Vote of 
Credit had been immediately introduced. 
In the same way, the right hon. Gentle- 


to vive the 


heen 


when 


man was now proposing 
loosest possible Kstimate of the way in 
which the money was to be expended. 
The Committee was certainly entitled 
to some delay in that they 
might be able to judge of the necessity 
of the taxation. The right hon. 
Gentleman would not be damnitied 
in any way by such delay, as the tax was 


order 


new 


already in existence and being collected. 
The fact was the position in which they 
stood was largely due to the hurry of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
loan for than was 


He had 


more 


issuing his 


ultimately shown to be required. 
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borrowed at 93 per cent. some £16,000,0U0 
more than was necessary, and the country 
would have to pay that money off at par. 
He agreed with the principle laid down 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
in time of war a large proportion of the 
necessary expenditure should be met 
out of current taxation; his quarrel 
with the right hon. Gentleman was that 
in no year since the war began had he 
so raised anything like sufficient. Out 
of £200.000,000, he had taken out a 
new taxation of only £40,000,000 or 
£50.000,000. But there was nothing 
inconsistent between supporting that 
principle as a general principle, and 
objecting to a particular tax, which 
was not an old tax, being continued, 
but a new impost, proposed for one 
purpose, and now apparently to be 
applied to something entirely different. 
The country had always understood from 
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Bill. 134 
Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
said that hon. Members who had 


urged that the conclusion of peace had 
profoundly modified the financial situa- 
tion of the original proposals of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and that 
before these new taxes were voted the 
country ought to know the purposes for 
which the money was needed, must 
have torgotten the statements made in 
more or less detail, by the right hon. 
Gentleman when introducing the Budget. 
On that occasion the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer took into consideration the 
very contingency which had since arisen, 
and explained that in the event of peace 
being concluded in a tew weeks the 
money would be required for gratuities 
and bounties to the soldiers who had 
served in that war, for disembodiment, 
for transport home of reservists and 
others, for the maintenance of a consider- 





the right hon. Gentleman and also from 
the First Lord of the Treasury and the 


Colonial Secretary, that the corn tax 
was to be imposed for war purposes. 
| 
| 
*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: No. The 
hon. Member misrepresents both my | 


As a matter of | 


colleagues and myself. 
iact. last year, and this year, | stated 
most plainly that the imposition of the 
new indirect taxation, whether on sugar, 
coul, or Corn, was not only for the war, 
hut also for permanent purposes. 


“Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON saidthat while 
he strongly objected to the corn tax as a 
separate tax, he objected to it still more 
asa permanent impost. Ile supported 
the imposition of taxation to meet war 
expenditure, but this tax was so bad in 
its nature that he would rather have 
cowardly finance than fiseal folly. The 
right hon. Gentleman had spoken of the 
strength of his financial principles in 
imposing taxation, but when slight 
pressure was brought to bear by the 
bankers he dropped a certain proposal 
and had brought forward no alternative 
to take its place. Throughout these 
debates, the Opposition, in objecting to 
the corn tax, had suggested alternatives 
which they would support. Those 
alternatives had been refused, and. as 
the right hon, Gentleman would offer 
no alternative himself, he should support 
the Motion of his right hon. friend. 
CL. |FourrH Srrres.] 
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able force in South Africa, for the relief 
and resettlement of the two colonies, for 
rebuilding and restocking farms, and so 
It was rather hard, therefore, that, 
because a contingency which the right 
hon. Gentleman took into consideration 
at the time had now occurred, he should 
be told that his proposals were altogether 
inapplicable to the present situation. 
Under the circumstances the demand for 
the postponement of this clause 
clearly unreasonable. As for the corn 
tax being a war tax alone, if they would 
look at the speech of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer they would see that a 
column or two of his speech was devoted 
to the necessity of broadening the basis 
of taxation. The opposition to this 
clause was aimed at this particular tax, 
and but for the corn tax this Motion 
would never have been made. ‘This was 
simply an attack by a side wind upon a 
tax which hon. Gentlemen opposite dis- 
liked, and with regard to which he 
thought they were very much mistaken, 
because it was a tax which would inflict 
less hardship upon all classes of the 
community than any other tax which 
any Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
be able to discover. 


was 


*(4.30.) Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, 
EK.) said that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Sleaford had taken up 
an amazing position, considering that 
he was such a staunch supporter of 
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Parliamentary procedure. The demand 
made was that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should indicate the purposes 
for which the monev was required, and 
that Estimates should be submitted show- 


ing how the money was to be spent. No | 


doubt the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
indicated in his Budget speech that if 
the war came to an end the money asked 
for might be required for other purposes 
of a more beneficial character, but the 
reason this Motion had been proposed was 
because the House was entitled to have 
a more specific definition of how this 
large surplus was to be applied, They 
had heard a great deal about the policy 
of the open door of which he approved, 
but this new policy of the open purse 


was certainly contrary to the usage of | 
would take the Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer’sown figures, end | 


Parliament. He 


prove that he had at the present time 
£45,000,000 which he might spend, and 
for which no Estimates had been sub- 
mitted to the House. 

In the Budget speech proposals were 


made for an expenditure in South 
Africa amounting to £57,000,000. The 


right hon. Gentleman had shown that 
for two months the expenditure on the 
war had amounted to £12,000,000. 
That lett £45,000,000 to be disposed of, 
and the Committee was entitled to ask 
for specific statements and an Estimate 
to show clearly how that money was to 
be spent. The right hon. Gentleman, 
in his very excellent speech last Wed- 
nesday, urged the House to leave 


his hands free, with a distinct under- 
standing that all the surplus of 


£6,000,000 should be devoted to the 
reduction of the present Debt. He had 
every confidence in the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, but he did not think they 
should leave his hands free to dispose of 
such a large sum of money. It was a 
most dangerous doctrine that money 
should be spent without having been 
previously sanctioned by the Committee. 
In his interesting Supplementary Budget 
speech of Wednesday last the right hon. 
Gentleman explained how he was going 
to deal with the sum at his disposal. He 
wished to show the right hon. Gentle- 
man how he could remit the corn tax 


without disturbing the Budget, and 
he thought this would constitute 
a reason why this clause should 


Mr. McCrae. 


‘COMMONS: 


| be postponed. 





Bill. 136 
After providing, as the 
| right hon. Gentleman intended to provide, 
| for the restoration of the Sinking Fund 
|to the extent of £4,600,000, and aiter 
applying, as he proposed to apply. 
£6,000,000 to the reduction of the 
| floating Debt, he maintained that in 
addition to all that the right hon, 
Gentleman had a sum of £4,000,000 
|which he took into account in his 
Budget speech, but which he did not 
take into account on Wednesday last. 
If the right hon. Gentleman would apply 
that he would not require the corn tax 
and he would have in addition a surplus 
of £1,000,000 sterling. 


He would present the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer with a Supplementary 
Budget. In his original Budget, atier 
providing for the Sinking Fund contri. 
bution, the right hon. Gentleman 
showed a deficit of £26,800,000. Since 
then he had to provide £1,750,000 for 
the South African Constabulary, the 
‘grant to the West Indies, and the in- 
creased interest charge for the Deb. 
That made the total deficit £28,500,000, 
On the other side, he had the loan of 
£29,900,000. His proposed new taxa- 
£4,600,000, and 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


tion amounted — to 

he had also the surplus of last year's 
loan amounting to £4,000,000, which 
gave him £38,500,000 — after provid- 


ing for the restoration of the Sinking 


Fund. The right hon. Gentleman must 
admit that the Exehequer balances at 


the present time were abnormally large, 
and he hadin those balances the £4,000,000 
which were borrowed last year for the 
purposes of the war. Therefore, after 
providing for the restoration of the 
Sinking Fund and the war expenditure to 
the conclusion of hostilities, the right hon. 
Gentleman had a balance of £28,000,000 
this year; and in addition to that he 
maintained he had a further balance of 
£10,000,000 sterling. The right hon. 
Gentleman had spoken in no unmeasured 
terms as to the inconsistency of hon. Mem- 
bers on this side of the House proposing 
that the corn tax should be remitted, 
while they had always maintained that the 
right hon. Gentleman applied too small 
a portion of taxation to the redemption 
of war indebtedness. What — was 
the principle he had applied? He 
would not include the contribution 
to the Sinking Fund. He had always 
maintained that the application of the 
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Sinking Fund to war expenditure was 
like the principle of the Irishman who cut 


ofa piece of his blanket at the top and | 
sewed it on at the bottom in order to} 


make it longer. With regard to this 
£10,000,000 that was left he asked the 
right hon. Gentleman to apply the prin- 
ciple which he had hitherto applied in 
providing for war expenditure.  Deduet- 
ing the Sinking Fund contribution he had 
gone on the principle that he provided a 
quarter of the expenditure out of taxation 
and three-quarters by borrowing. He 
wished him to apply the same principle 


to the surplus of £10,000,000, and 
then they would have  £7,500,000 
for the reduction of the Debt, and 


£2.500,000 for the remission of taxation. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentlemen wonld 
consider that, because the £7,500,000 
for the reduction of the Debt was in 
addition to the £4,600,000 restored to 
the Sinking Fund. He trusted the right 
hon. Gentleman would aceede to the 
appeal which had been made to him 
irom his own side of the House, and 


sive the Committee some statement 
as to how this £45,000,000 was to be 
expended. The Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer, in reply to the hon. Member 
for Poplar, said he did not regard this 
asa war tax, and that that was a reason 
why the clause should not be post- 
poned, but, having regard to the fact 
that in his Budget speech the right hon. 
Gentleman said he looked upon the 
corn tax as a trifling contribution to 
the cost of the war, now that it had 
come to a close, he hoped he would 
respond to the appeal made to him to 
reconsider the question of the remission 
of this tax, which to him was a_ hateful 


one, and a departure from the principles | 


ot Free Trade. 


(4.45.) Mr. DILLON © said he 
strongly objected to the particular 
tax proposed to be imposed by this 
clause, but the present Motion was 


not concerned with the merits or the 
demerits of the tax. The Motion was 
made in order to give an opportunity 
of protesting against what appeared to 


| arguing a case of this kind. 
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aman that they could trust him with 
a free hand to deal with £40,000,000 
after he had stated in a vague way his 
intentions as to the disposal of the 
money. That was an absurd way of 
It was a 
question of precedent and principle. If 
the whole finances of the country were to 
be conducted in the House of Commons 
in that way, their business would be 
turned upside down, and there was no 
limit to the extent to which that prece- 
dent might carry them. He had always 
understood that if there was one vital 
principle more than another, which had 
always been observed in dealing with 
finance in the House of Commons, it was 
that Ways and Means should follow 
Supply, and that no demand should be 
made in Ways and Means except after 
Estimates had been laid before the House, 
on the authority of the heads of the 
various spending departments. He 
never heard a Minister until this vear 
ask the House of Commons to raise in 
Committee of Ways and Means, a large 
sum of money in respect of expenditure, 
as to which no opportunity for discussion 
had been given to the House of Commons. 
That was not asking for a small thing. 
It was asking the Committee to make a 


| great and tundamental departure in the 


‘a statement on the Table. 


many of them to be a thoroughly vicious | 


system of finance. It was all very fine 
to attempt to defend this by stating 
that it would be confined to the present 


instance, and, saying that the Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer was so excellent | £.0,000,000, set down in the Estimates 





whole procedure of the House of 
Commons in this regard. Why should 
they be asked to impose an enormous 
burden of extra taxation on the people 
on Vague statements, and when they 
had no intormation whatever as to the 
details? The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer said just now that he made on 
Wednesday last the statement for which 
theright hon.Gentleman the Member for 
East Wolverhampton now asked. He did 
nothing of the kind. It was not for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to lay such 
His business 
was not to prepare Estimates, but to pro- 
vide Ways and Means. He asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, in 
view of the conclusion ot peace, he would 
lay a revised statement before the House, 
and he replied that he would make a 
statement on Wednesday last, but on 
that evening he merely made a state- 
ment of the vaguest possible kind. He 
said that, roughly speaking, he would be 
obliged to use the whole of the 
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of the year for the war in South Africa. 


After giving roughly the figures 
showing how the money would be 
distributed, the right hon. Gentle- 
man said he would have a_ balance 


of something over £6,000,000 which he 
would devote, if he got a free hand, 
to the redemption of the floating Debt. 
That, again, appearedto be a totally new 
departure for the House of Commons. 
When the Departments knew that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was to 
havea balance of £6,000,000 they would 
be encouraged to come down on him 
to get the money out of him. 

This discussion was important not 
only on account of their objection to this 
particular tax, but also because of their 
objection to the enormous departure 
they were asked to make from the 
regular established custom of the House 
of Commons in dealing with financial 
matters. As bearing on the evil con- 
sequences which must flow from such 
a proceeding, he would refer to what 
was said in reference to the loan. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer asked for 
authority, only about six weeks ago, 
to issue £32,000,000 of Consols, and on 
this very same vicious principle he asked 
that he should be allowed to include 
in that sum £17,000,000 not allocated 
or accounted for in the Estimates of 
the year. He gave only a vague account 
of what was to be done with the 
£17,000,000. The hon. Member and 
others protested against any such _per- 
mission being given to the Chancellor 
ot the Exchequer, and they pointed 
out that in the uncertainty which pre- 
vailed the proper course, in accordance 
with purity of financial practice, was 
to borrow what was required to meet 
the services of the year, and if additional 
Estimates had to be laid before the 
House of Commons authority could be 
asked tor a second loan. By borrowing 
£17,000,000 more than he required at 
that particular period, the right hon. 
Gentleman had lost to the country 
£1,000,000. That could have been saved 
it the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had postponed the borrowing of the 
£17,000,000 until a later period when 
Consols had recovered in price. If the 
balance of £6,000,000, which was partly 
due to that loan, used 
in the redemption of Debt, he presumed 


Mr. Dillon. 


was to be 
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Bill. 140: 


the Debt ywould have to be redeemed 
at par, and the loss of £1,000 ,000 
would be the result of borrowing more 
than was required. They were now 
asked to provide for a great Budget, 
which was unduly hurried on the 
House of Commons quite unnecessarily 
while the question of peace or war 
was hanging in the balance. He could 
understand the policy of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer hastening to make 
a financial statement while the negotia- 
tions for peace were going on, to impress 
the Boer leaders with the idea that the 
resources of this country were not 
exhausted, and that the Government 
were prepared to raise untold millions 
to carry on the war, but he could not 
understand why the right hon. Gentle- 
man should force on the Second Reading 
of the Finance Bill, at a time when the 
financial accounts of the year could be 
remodelled in the event of peace being 
concluded. There was absolutely nothing 
to justify or explain the extreme anxiety 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
get the Finance Bill forward, once he 
got the taxes Resolutions. It would 
have been quite competent to hold back 
the Second Reading of the Bill until 
peace was concluded, and the Estimates 
recast, so that on the Second Reading 
the right hon. Gentleman might be able 
to announce the modifications he pro- 
posed to introduce in the Budget, in 
consequence of the conclusion of peace 

What was the position they were placed 
in now? In the first place they had 
voted very large sums of money under 
certain headings in the Military Estimates 
which, with regard to millions, were 
not to be spent in the way in which 
they were set forth in the Estimates ; 
in the second place there were various 
heads of expenditure which had not 
come before the House in any shape: 
and in the third place the Committee 
were absolutely in the dark whether 
they would ever be allowed to dis- 
cuss the revised Supplementary Estimat 


at all. The Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer said, in answer to an_ inter- 
ruption, that he could not spend 
a penny of the £40,000,000, until 


it was voted by the House of Commons. 
That was not absolutely true, because a 
great deal hid been voted by the House 
on the War Estimates which would have 
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to be revised and corrected. He did not 
know whether it was the intention of 
the Government to have that money 
revoted, or whether they had power to 
divert it to other purposes altogether. 
With regard to the Supplementary Esti- 
mates, they undoubtedly would have to 
vole the money, whether they were 
allowed to discuss the various items or 
not. A great portion of the £40,000,000 
might be taken ona closured night and 
shoved through the House without a 
single hour of discussion. That was a 
monstrous thing. He did not know to 
what extent they were safeguarded in 
this matter by the new Supply Rule. 
It was now fortunately enacted that, in 
regard to new services, they would have 
an opportunity, apart from the closure, of 
discussing them. With regard to the 
other services connected with the con- 
clusion of the war, he was afraid they 
would be ruled out of that exemption. 
They might have all the new Votes on 
the Table two or three days before the 
end of the session, but what satisfaction 
would that be when they would all be 
closured in Committee of Supply without 
a single word of comment being allowed 
upon them. What the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was asking was that 
this Committee of Ways and Means 
should provide £30,000,000, in respect 
of which there were no Estimates, 
ind no security that Parliament would 
ever have the opportunity of discussing 


them. If that method of dealing with 
national finance were sanctioned, what 
was to prevent the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer introducing, at some future 
time, his Budget before the Estimates of 
the year had been laid before the 
House? The right hon. Gentleman 
might say —‘I estimate the expenditure 
at £100,000,000 and you may trust me 
that it is all right. [ want £30,000,000 
for the Naval Service, £30,000,000 for the 
Army Service and £40,000,000 for the 
other services; and by-and-by you will 
have the Estimates presented to you.” 
He had noted in his experience of the 
House of Commons the truth of the say- 
ing in the catechism that if you once fall 
into a venial sin, these venial sins 
mount up by little and little until you 
become all bad. Practically the House 
of Commons commenced sinning in small 
venial transactions. But these formed 
precedents, until, at last, a principle was 
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established. Therefore, he maintained, 
that if this principle were sanctioned on 
the present occasion by the House of 
Commons it would form a departure from 
the old Rule that both Committee of Ways 
ind Means and Committee of Supply 
should have before them the Estimates 
for the year. Otherwise there was 
nothing to prevent a Chancellor of the 
Exchequer from basing his demand on a 
Budget night for a Vote on his own 
rough estimates, given in round figures, 
as to what would be required for the 
service of the year. 


(5.3.) Str M. HICKS BEACH: The 
hon. Member has based his support 
of the Motion of the right hon. Member 
for Kast Wolverhampton not so much, 
or, indeed, not at all, upon  objec- 
tion to the particular tax referred to 
more than once, but upon objection to 
proceeding with the subject on the 
present occasion. The view of the hon. 
Member appears to be that, although I 
stated in my speeches on introducing the 
Budget, that, in the event of the war 
coming to an early termination, the 
expenditure otherwise required for the 
war would be devoted to — services 
connected with the termination — of 
the war, and although [ promised on 
Wednesday to lay on the Table a full 
Statement explaining how the diversions 
would be made, yet he is not prepared to 
go on with this Bill until he has seen 
that Paper. That, I think, was the 
position taken by the hon. Member. But 
that is not the position of the right 
hon. Member, who merely moved to 
postpone this particular clause. There 
was not a word in his speech to indicate 
that he was not perfectly prepared to 
proceed with the other clauses of the 
Finance Bill. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: TI said 
we should have a new Budget in order 
that we might consider the whole of the 
financial position. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Then the 
contention is more unreasonable than | 
supposed. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
will not proceed with the renewal of the 
ordinary taxes for the year which are re- 
quired for the service of the year until 
this Statement in relation to the new 
allocation of the Army Estimates for the 








143 Finance 
hands. <A 


service of the war is in their 
more unreasonable proposal I never 
heard submitted to the House. I under- 
take to lay a Statement before the House, 
at as early a date as possible ; and | wil 
promise, on behalf of my right hon. triend 
the leader of the House, that proper 
opportunity shall be given for discussing 
the alteration of the allocation of items 
as compared with the Estimates, before 
the end of the session, and in fact at a 
reasonably early date. I explained on 
Wednesday last the alterations in my 
financial proposals necessitated by the 
termination of the war. 1 will under- 
take that a Statement showing the difler- 
ences from the Statement circulated at 
the date of the Budget shall be in the 
hands of Members within a short time ; 
and, seeing that we have occupied two 
and a half hours in discussing whether 
we shall proceed with this clause or not, 
we might without further delay come to 
a decision on that point. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. 
Gentleman, with an air of great candour, 
as if making a great concession, has not 
really conceded the point we wish to 
impress upon the House. His promise 
that ina few days 2 Statement shall be 
laid on the Table and an opportunity for 
discussion given before the end of the 


session aan 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That was in 
reply to the hon. Member for East Mavo 
as to the closure being inflicted. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
His promise to discuss the change in the 
Estimates does not meet us We are 
invited today not only to continue old 
taxes but to agree to the imposition of a 
new tax of a peculiar character in a con- 
dition of things in which it is ditticult to 
see the necessity without the detailed 
Estimates and the Statement which ought 
to be in the hands of Members 
they are called upon to vote on any such 
tax. The right hon. Gentleman has 
drawn a distinction between the post- 
ponement of this clause and the post- 
ponement of this stage of the Bill to a 
later date : but the whole matter centres 
upon this one clause, because it is a 
peculiar clause; for we are invited not 


Sir M. Hieks Beach. 


before 


{COMMONS} 


‘Colonies and foreign countries. 





Bill. 144 


only to impose a new duty, as to which 
there is a strong feeling in the country 
contrary to its imposition, but a duty of 
no ordinary kind ; it is a duty whieh is 
to lead to a total subversion of our whole 
financial system in regard to the com- 
mercial relations of this with other 
countries. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I never said 


sO, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
No, but the right hon. Gentleman's 
friends have said so. We have had the 
greatest difficulty in discovering what 
this dutv is. Iam not going to discuss 
it. Sometimes it has been called a war 
tax, to-day it has been described as part 
of the permanent revenue of the country, 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It is not a 


war tax only. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is partly a war tax and partly it is not. 
I will concede this, that the right hon. 
Gentleman was very adroit and astute in 
his Budget speech, which I think I have 
in my pocket. This is all in the right 
hon. Gentleman's favour. I thought | 
had got hold of a good weapon against 
him. This is what he said 

‘Tam convinced that the people know and 
feel, with the high wayes of the present aay 
and bread so cheap” —and so on—** the tax | 
am proposing could at the very worst be but 
very trifling contribution on their part to the 
cost of a war which the great bulk of them 
approve, and to the ever-increasing charge of 
the Navy, one of whose primary duties it is to 
protect the food supply of the country.” 

i am bound, therefore, to offer my meed 
of admiration to the right hon. Gentle 
man tor the astuteness with which at 
this early stage of the proceedings he 
anticipated the little difficulty that would 
arise on this point. Well, now we are 
to understand that this is partly a war 
tax and partly a permanent tax, and this 
means, I suppose. that it is meant to be 
a permanent tax; but advantage is 
taken of the war to get it imposed—that 
is the plain English of it. It is regarded, 
I think, by eminent persons near the 
right hon. Gentleman, as the door to a 
great change, the means for securing a 
fundamental change in the financial 
relations of this country with our 
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an additional reason why we should look 
at it onee, twice, and thrice before 
accepting it. That makes us more and 
more particular to insist, or demand, 
for we cannot insist, unfortunately, that 
we should have in our possession the 
full and aceurate facts that justify the 
taking so strong a step at this particular 
juncture. That is the reason why my 
right hon. friend moved the postpone 
ment of the clause, and I certainly think 
the circumstances justify him. 


(5.14.) Me McKENNA (Monmouth- 
shire, N.) said that, as far as he could 
judge from the cheers of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite andthe emphasisoftheChancellor 
of the Exchequer, the two arguments on 
which the right hon. Gentlemen relied 
were, that, there being a deficit on the 
vear of £24.000,000, he was bound to 
make provision for that deficit other 
than by way of loan; and, secondly. 
that it would be improper to devote the 
borrowed money towards the reduction 
ot taxation. He contended that the 
real deficit on the ordinary taxation of 
the year was not £24,000,000, but 
£47,000,000. How did the Chancellor 
ot the Exchequer in preceding vears 
provide for the war expenditure? In 
1900-1901, out of a total war expenditure 
of £658,000,000, £15,000,000 was 
provided by taxation ; in 1901-1902, out 
of £73,000,000 of war expenditure, 


the right hon. Gentleman provided 
£20,000,000 out of taxation. In the 


present year out of £47,000,000 of war 
expenditure, £25,000,000 was provided 
out of taxation. It was not anything 
like the same proportion. In the first 
year 22 per cent. of the amount required 
was found by taxation, in the second 
vear 21 per cent., and now the right 
hon. Gentleman’s conscience was not 
satisfied with less than 59 per cent. of the 
war expenditure being found out of 
taxation. Under those circumstances 
they were entitled to say it was not, us 
the right hon. Gentleman alleged, a 
necessary provision out of the taxation of 
the year for the cost of the war. It was a 
provision of three times as much as the 
right hon. Gentleman thought necessary 
to make in the first year of the 
war. That being so, the Committee 
was entitled to say that to make this 
arrangement for the provision for the 
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deficit was really hoodwinking the Com- 
mittee on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and, he suimitted, with all 
respect, that the right hon. Gentleman 
was not acting on anything like the 
same principle as that on which he 
acted in the first year of the war. 
With regard to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s second point, he submitted that, 
when the current expenditure was paid, 
not out of taxation, but out of money 
raised by way of loan, then they 
were relieving the necessary taxation by 


loan. Everyone would agree that, if the 
loan had not already been raised, it 


would not be proper to remit existing 
taxation, and then raise a new loan to 
meet any deficit that might arise. But 
that was not the ease in this instance. 
Here we had £10,000,000 in hand, but 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer did not 
propose to use that money in relief of 
taxation. He proposed to impose new 
taxation and devote that surplus to the 
reduction of Debt. Was that an economi- 
cal proceeding ? New taxation 
money: the Treasury did not get it all. 
The right hon. Gentleman in his last 
horrowing had Jost millious, owing to 
the price at which he had to issue his 
loan. That had gone, and could not be 
recovered, and he now proposed to add 
to that loss by compelling the people to 
pay an additional cost in the coming 
year on every pound raised. Under the 
circumstances he submitted that both the 
arguments of the right hon, Gentleman 


cost 


had failed. This was obviously bad 
finance, and he should be much sur 
prised if hon. Members did — not 
agree that it was bad finance to leave 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer with 
x balance of £10,000,000, which was 
a bait for evervbody on his side of the 
House, and which was a temptation to 
himself, inasmuch as it was money which 
he could spend without consulting again 
the House of Commons, and money over 
which the Committee had lost all control. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) thought that all would 
agree that the Motion of the right hon. 
Member for East Wolverhampton was 
eminently reasonable and justifiable. 
The Motion was that the first clause 
of the Finance Bill should be postponed 
until Parliament was fully seized of 
all the figures and facts of the new 
position of affairs, and until they 
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knew how the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was about to deal with this surplus which 
he had in hand. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was raising revenues which 
were not appropriated in any shape or 
form, the expenditure of which had not 
been debated or passed by any Committee 
of Supply, and the expenditure of which 
had not in any way been foreshadowed 
by the Government ; large sums of money, 
the destination of which was unknown, 
and the disposal of which nobody knew 
anything whatever about. It had always 
been the opinion of Chancellors of the 
Exchequer up to the present time that 
it was undesirable to take money out 
of the pockets of the people unless it 
was necessary ; that it should be left to 
fructify ; but the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite had struck out an entirely new 
line, and one which up to the present time 
had not been countenanced by any Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. The Committee 
had heard about floating Debts. Now 
they heard about floating surpluses. By 
this action on the part of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, he lost all his safeguards 
against the spendthrift habits of Govern- 
ment Departments. What was the right 
hon. Gentleman doing ? At a time when 
taxation was heavier than it had ever been 
known by any hon. Member of the House, 
when the income tax had reached the high 
water mark of this generation, when new 
duties had been imposed on foodstutts 
not before taxed, the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposed that he should absorb a 
large sum of money for which he had 
no use in the reduction of Debt. The 
Committee had been bewildered by the 
figures of the surplus of the right hon. 
Gentleman. Some experts had put it at 
£45,000,000, whilst others had brought it 
down to £6,000,000. The right hon. 
Gentleman himself fixed it at £10,000,000. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH : There would 
be a surplus from loans of £10,500,000 ; 
£4,500,000 of that will go to the Sinking 
Fund, and IT may add that I pledged myself 
on Wednesday last that the remaining 
£6,000,000 should be used for paying 
off floating Debt, except so far as it might 
be necessary to divert it for the temporary 
advantage of South Africa. [never dreamt 
of devoting it to ordinary Supplementary 
Estimates. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said the 
explanation of the right hon. Gentleman 
Mr. Georae Whitel 
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showed the necessity of having some 
Statement with regard to this matter. 
Nobody but the right hon. Gentleman 
understood the position of affairs at present. 
Our fiscal affairs were in a state of jumble. 
The fact that the right hon. Gentleman 
stated that he would devote this surplus to 
the reduction of floating Debt pre-supposed 
that there would be a surplus. That 
being so, was the extra penny on the 
income tax, were these new grain duties, 
necessary at the present time? He 
submitted that they were not only 
entirely unnecessary, but mischievous 
and iniquitous. It had been urged that 
the Amendment of the right hon. Member 
for East Wolverhampton was obstructive, 
but it could not be said to be anything of 
the kind. It raised the whole question 
of whether this new taxation was necessary 
or not, and he considered that this matter 
should be deferred until all the figures 
had been placed hefore Parliament. The 
Committee was arguing the matter in the 
dark, and would be well advised to accept 
the Amendment. 


(5.30.) Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL 
(Oldham) said there was undoubtedly a 
difference between the present situation 
and the situation as it stood when the 
Budget was introduced ; but he thought 
that difference might easily be very much 
exaggerated. The Army was still in 
South Africa, and would still have to be 
fed, and would have to be be brought 
home, so that practically the only im- 
mediate economy was in the reduction of 
expenditure on ammunition. I[t was 
true that the charges which the right 
hon. Gentleman would have to meet in 
bringing home troops and so on were 
not put forward with the detailed accuracy 
to which the House was accustomed ; how 
could they be in the expenditure of wind- 
ing up awar!? It was one of the evils 
of war that the House could not have 
the same control over expenditure of that 
sort as they had over the ordinary ex- 
penditure of the country. He confessed 
that he preferred taxation to increasing 
the Debt. Supposing the estimated ex 
penditwre when the Budget was framed 
had been less by the amount of the 
possible surplus, would hon. Gentlemen 
opposite have refrained from putting on 
new taxation, or would they have reduced 
the amount to be borrowed ? Unquestion- 
ably they should reduce the amount to 
be borrowed. It was only proper that 
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strenuous efforts should be made to meet 
increased expenditure largely by taxation, 
and he was rejoiced that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, instead of falling back 
on the easy and self-indulgent policy of 
borrowing, had held to the austere method 
of raising from taxation as much as he 
possibly could. The principle of the new 
taxation which had been put in had been 
affirmed by the House, and acquiesced in 
by the country, and it was much better 
to utilise the money so obtained for the 
reduction of the Debt and the restoration 
of the Sinking Fund, than to go back 
upon the arrangement that had _ been 
made. 

*(5.35.) Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) 
said the discussion had evidenced in a 
concrete form the viciousness of the course 
which the Government proposed that the 
House should take, and the utter dis- 
regard which it involved of the ordinary 
precautions taken in financial questions 
of this kind. Had the recognised and 
settled foundation of their financial 
principles been maintained on that occa- 
sion, it would have been quite impossible 
for such a discussion to take place. It 
would have been impossible that such 
doubt and difference as to the ex- 
cess of the Ways and Means proposed 
over duly estimated Supplies. He would 
not enter into figures, but was disposed 
to agree with the Member for King’s 
Lynn in his large estimate of that excess. 
Why this doubt and dispute? It was 
because they had departed from what 
had been the established, and, up to 
now, as far as he knew, the invariable 
practice of the House of Commons that 
it should have laid before it in detail 
first of all what were the estimates of 
expenses which those responsible for the 
government of the country thought 
should be demanded in the interests 
of the nation during the year. This 
gave the House the opportunity of 
sitisfying itself as to the amount which 
ought to be proposed. Then, and not till 
then, came the consideration of the 
question — what should be the ways and 
means! Ways for what, means for 
what? The ways to provide and the 
means to make good that Supply which 
the Estimates of the year had indicated 
to the satisfaction of the House were 
required for the publie service of the 
country. But they had not yet had 
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the usual and proper opportunity of 
satisfying themselves that the gross 
amount raised by the various resources 
of loan, old taxes, and this additional 
taxation ought to be provided, not for 
the purposes originally named, but tor 
other purposes under the new conditions. 
That was the difticulty which arose, be- 
cause the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
found it convenient and in the public 
interest. upon the whole, to proceed with 
his Budget at a period when the finances 
of the country could not be absolutely 
arranged—matters being inthe balance— 
at a period when the peace negotiations 
were about to commence. Notwith- 
standing, he considered it necessary at 
once to bring in a war Budget and to 
make a war Statement. It was on that 
basis that the Supplies were voted, the 
loan granted and the taxes proposed. 
It was quite true that the Chancellor 
threw out a vague alternative idea, and, 
in a mere sketch, a mere adumbration 
of a plan, spoke of some millions of 
money which might not be required, 
and of many more millions which might 
be otherwise employed, if the peace 
negotiations were successfully concluded. 
But who in the world would dare suggest 
that that adumbration would have been 
adeyuate ground for voting that 
money directly for those vague purposes ! 
No one. Estimates would have been 
demanded. Still less could it be solid 
ground when the mind of the House and 
country was at the moment fixed, not 
on the sketch, but wholly on the war 
estimates presented. No one would have 
been bold enough, upon the sketch thus 
propounded to the House, to say that 
they should agree to the Budget then 
brought down. It was thrown out as 
something which might satisfy the House, 
that a good deal of money would be 
required anyway, but that there was a 
possibility that they would have to re- 
consider those Estimates, because some 
other method of spending that money, 
or some other wants, would be brought 
forward in case the negotiations were 
successful. The vicious course was 
repeated, which had been pursued in 
the previous year, of asking, even on 
the war basis, for more money than was 
specifically estimated for. From the 
tone of the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
remarks that day, he rather suspected 
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that it was intended that a very large 
proportion ot the money voted by the 
House for pay for the Army and other 
expenses of carrying on the war would 
be otherwise used without the House 
having any further opportunity to vote 
upon it—that was to say, used for quite 
ditferent purposes, for purposes connected 
with the end of the war, when the 
arrangements would be quite different, 
as they would have to do wholly with 
peace instead of wholly with war. These 
arrangements would demand as much 
consideration from the economical point 
of view as could be conceived, and would 
require far more scrutiny than any 
ordinary arrangements in peace times. 
But, as to these many millions, he feared 
there wou'd be no check at all: and, as 
to the rest. there would be no effective 
check. Money voted for specific proposed 
charges would be spent on quite different 
charges, and the effective control of 
Parliament would be lost. The Chancellor 
asked for a tree hand for himself. That 
wis an unconstitutional demand ; a free 
hand for the Chancellor meant a palsied 
hand of Parliament. 

Now, what was the reason of the 
rule which had here been violated ? 
‘The reason of it was that it was very 
much more difficult to persuade the 
representatives of the people to vote 
ways and means had 
heen provided than it was to induce 
them to acquiesce in the spending of 
money that had been already borrowed 
and provided. Once the money was in 
the Bank the demands upon it were 
inexorable, and the power of resistance 
was nullified. To depart from the settled 
system ot first dealing with supply. and 
later with ways and means for such 
supply was to enter upon a path pre- 
destined to extravagance and corruption. 
| Opposition cheers.| ‘Then having, in the 
uncertain state of affairs, provided for 
a condition now changed, for war instead 
ot peace, what ought they now to do? 
What they ought to do was to revert as 
quickly as possible to the normal and 
customary method. The moment the new 
state of things arose, the moment it was 
to be a peace Budget instead of a war 
Budget, the moment the position was 
altogether changed so far as concerned 
the application of a sum approx: 


supplies | ‘ tore 


mating to £40,000,000: that moment it , 


Mr. Blake 
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was the duty of those responsible for the 
government of the country to bring 
down fresh Estimates for the utilisation 
of the money which had not been voted 
for purposes other than the carrying on of 
the war. That was the wise and prudent 
course, and thus they would be uphold- 
ing the sound system of finance which 
had been departed from in this in- 
stance. The House should have specific 
details as to the proposed expenditure of 
that money. The House should not be 
asked to proceed further with the 
consideration of Ways and Means till 
they had received satisfaction as to 
estimates of Supply. ‘To preserve the 
rights of the House of Commons and 
protect the interests of the people, 
they resisted further progress at this 
time and would certainly vote in favour 
of Sir Henry Fowler’s Motion. 


*(5.45.) Sir JOSEPH PEASE (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle) said the hon. 
Member who spoke a few moments 
previously made a great point in his 
speech between raising money by taxa- 
tion ad raising money by loan. He 
nad professed a great preference in 
favour of taxation to loan. He could 
not help thinking when that hon. 
Member had seen as many vears pass 
over his head as he (Sir Joseph) had 
seen, he would probably be not quite so 
eagertoraise money byimmediate taxation 
as he would by a loan which he might 
not be called upon to pay ! The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had said very 
properly, that the money now asked for 
by the loan was already in his hands. The 
question before the Committee was, there- 
fore, not that of the manner of raising 
money, but one which he looked upon as 
much more important and serious. The 
objection was to any Chancellor of the 
Exchequer being left with a large amount 
of money in hand for purposes with which 
the House of Commons was not acquainted. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Sleaford Division had urged that, 
in the difficult and obviously uncertain 
circumstances at present surrounding him, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer ought to 
be left with a large amount in hand. No 
doubt in view of having to wind up a 
war—especially one in which such excellent 
and generous conditions had been laid 
down as to providing money for the people 
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in whose country hostilities had been | 
carried on—the Chancellor of the Ex- | 


cheyuer had a larger claim to have a sum 
in hand than most Chancellors had, but if 
the House once admitted the principle 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
should have money in hand unappro- | 
priated, and of the appropriation of which 

he House knew nothing, it would lose | 
that control over the purse-strings, which 


had been one of the strongest features | 
of the Constitution the House had 


always possessed, The question of the 
particular taxes was as nothing compared 
with the principle contained in the Motion 
that the clause should be postponed until 
the Committee knew definitely the pur- 
poses for which the money was required, 
He trusted that, in deference to the 


old customs and habits relating to the 
authorities of the House of Commons, 
the right hon. Gentleman would give 


in order that the Committee might 


9 JUNE 1902} 


| £9,500,000 more than in 


Pill. 

*Mr. CHANNING — (Northampton- 
shire, E.) pointed out that the amount 
raised by taxation in the present Budget 
£152,000,000, which represented 
the preceding 
year. Of that amount £4,500,000 was 
raised by theaddition to the income tax and 
The right hon. Gentle- 
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was 


the duty on corn. 


|man therefore had a sum of £5,000,000 


or £6,000,000, from the in«rease of pre- 
viously imposed taxation, which, in his 
opinion, was an ample margin to justify 
the principle of dealing with war expendi- 
by taxation, so that both the 
and the duty 


tinecessary 


ture largely 
increase of the income tax 
wholly from 


on corn were 


the financial point of view, 


(5.53.) Question put. 
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Pierpoint, tobert 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
gton, 


Sianley, Edw. 
Stanley 


*(6.10.) Mr. CHANNING 
Amendment which he had to propose 
raised a definite and restricted issue. 
Its object was that the tax should 
be imposed for one year, and one 
year only, in the same way as_ the 
tea duty and the income tax, and that 
at the end of one year it should be pro- 
posed again if necessary. It was not 
necessary to deal with the nature of the 
tax except as bearing onthat issue. With 
regard to new taxes and the re-imposition 
ot old taxes, the onus of proof as to 
their necessity rested upon the Govern- 
ment. Inthe case of an old tax they 
ought to prove that the conditions under 
which it was originally imposed were 
renewed, or that the disadvantages which 
compelled its disuse were not now present 
or were outweighed by a supreme neces- 
sity. But the obligation to show cause 
was tenfold stronger when they sought 
to impose new taxes or re-impose old 
taxes in a permanent form. If a tax 
on bread was open to the gravest ob- 
jections upon economical grounds, and 
it they were agreed that it did not bring 


said the 


Jas. (Somerset) | Mr. 
, Lord (Lanes.) 


Anstruther. 


into the Treasury the full amount 
which was imposed upon the consumer, 
and that it imposed a heavy burden 
upon the poorest of the people, and 
made a revolution in the established 
principles of taxation on which the 
prosperity of the Empire had been built 
up, there was the strongest grounds 
for insisting that the Government 
should show cause before such a tax 
was imposed in a permanent form. 
The right hon. Gentleman had now 
admitted that this was partly a war 
tax and partly a tax for ordinary pur- 
poses, but they had a right to know 
what was the real meaning of this tax. 
Was this a war tax, and was it to be 
considered as an expedient to meet one of 
those grave emergencies which call for 
any or every sacrifice? Or was it to be 
part of the ordinary machinery to raise 
our ordinary taxation in the future ! 
They were being left too much in the 
dark. The right hon. Gentleman had 
obtained an extra margin of 19 millions 
one year, and 17 millions the next, and 
now he had a loose sum of 6 millions. 
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The Government were now asking 
for indefinite powers, and imposing 
taxes for indefinite purposes, and the 
Committee had a right to challenge 
this policy fully and fairly upon the 
present occasion, and to insist on know- 
ing what this tax meant, and where all 
these proceedings were taking us. The 
Colonial Secretary said this was a 
tax for a just and _ necessary war, 
which interested the working 
as much as any other portion of 
the public. If that were so, it was 


cla ss 


an irresistible argument for impos- 
ing this tax lor one vear only. ‘They 


knew perfectly well that the tax was 
not wanted asa permanent one on that 
basis. It was pertectly obvious froin the 
figures submitted by the right hon. 
Gentleman the other night that the tax 
was not needed for the purposes of the 
war. It was not even needed in any 
sense whatever for the winding up 
purposes of the war. Was it needed for 
the ordinary expenditure of the country 
at the present time? The right hon. 
Gentleman boasted in his Budget speech 
that the enormous growth ot ordinary 
expenditure was being arrested, and that, 
while the increase in 1901 had been no 
Jess than £12,500,000, the increase in 
1902 had only been £3,500,000, or not 
more than the normal increase of revenue 
without additional taxes. This tax, there- 
fore, was wholly unnecessary as part of 
the ordinary expenditure of the country. 
What would be the position of the 
finances of the country twelve months 
hence? It was perfectly clear that the 
ordinary revenue, irrespective of this tax, 
would provide a vastly greater amount 
than Would be necessary to meet the 
ordinary expenditure. At the close of 
the present year, according to the 
Stulist, there would be a surplus, 
supposing no new large expenditure was 
entered upon, ol between £15,000,000 
and £19,000,000 sterling, by the normal 
erowth of the revenue without the taxes 
proposed this vear. iSir M. Hicks 
Brac shook his head.| The right hon. 
Gentleman shakes his head, but that is 
the contention of one of the foremost 
financial present day. 
Therefore, there was no justification for 


papers of the 


placing this war tax on a permanent 
hasis. 


Mr. Channing. 
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Now he came to the apology given the 
other night by the right hon. Gentleman 
for going on with the tax—-that it was 
necessary to deal with the Sinking Fund 
and to proceed with the paying off of the 
Debt as fast as possible. He heartily 
agreed with the right hon. Gentleman 
in that. But that was an afterthought. 
When the resolution on this tax was 
moved, there was not the _ slightest 
hint given by the right hon. Gentleman 
that it would be treated us a means of 
restoring the Sinking Fund in any way, 
There was quite enough tax revenue this 
year, and plenty next year, for that pur- 
pose. It was not necessary to place this 
tax ona permanent basis as a war tax, and 
he had shown that it could not be justified 
as an ordinary item of the tax revenue, 
because, while the ordinary expenditure 
would be amply covered, there would be 
an important surplus at the end of the 
year. In endeavouring to ascertain the 
real reason tor this policy they could not 
shut their eyes to the declarations of Nir 
W. Laurier in the Canadian Parliament, 
and a'so, he believed, of the Prime 
Minister of New Zealand, welecining this 
tax as an instrument for asking the 
Government to institute a system of pre- 
ferential duties between this country 
and the Colonies. That was not a ques- 
tion which he would develop at the pres- 
ent time, but it was a matter of the 
most supreme gravity, In view of the 
opinions held by the representatives of 
Colonial Parliaments, with respect to the 
bearing of the tax on the fiscal system 
of this country, he maintained that the 
Committee had a right to ask that it 
should only be imposed for one year, and 
that it should be open for Parliament to 
reconsider it twelve months hence when 
they had all the facts before them, and 
when they would be able to decide as to 
consequences of so portentous a_ fiscal 
revolution. Recent events had aroused 
the patriotic spirit of the Empire, but it 
was a perfect scandal if the patriotic 
impulse of the people, wherever it existed, 
were to be availed of in order to carry 
out this gigantic economic folly by 
placing this tax in a permanent form. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘in page 1, line 17, after the word ‘ Two, to 
insert the words ‘ Until the Ist day of August, 
1903.°"°—(Ur. Channing.) 
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Question proposed, ‘ That those words | 
be there inserted.” 


(6.30.) Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
[ rise in order that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer may have the opportunity | 
of explaining to us exactly what his 
yiew is as to the character of this tax. 
That must be, to a great degree, the | 
deciding question both here and in the | 
country. That it was not a war duty, | 
or intended to be a war duty, but that | 
it was proposed for the purpose of 
what was called broadening our basis | 
ot taxation, quite irrespective of the | 
war, was the impression which was 
leit on the Housetby the original State- 
ment of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
But then the Colonial Secretary goes | 
immediately after to Birmingham and | 


states the exactly opposite vlew. | Hon. | 
Mempers on the Ministerial Benches, | 
uN ie Here is the /éterv scripta : here 


are the words— 
“What is the argument in favour of this 
tax’ It is raised for the war.” 
Thatistheargument forthetax. Now, | 
nothing could be more completely con 
tradictory of the Statement made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


*Str M. HICKS BEACH: No. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Did 
you say that the argument in favour 
of this tax was that it was a war tax } 


Sin M. HICKS BEACH: Yes; it is. 


*Srr WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then | 
be it so. All the authorities are agreed. 
It is a war tax. That is conclusive. 
Then why impose it after the war is 


over! But the statements with | 
reierence to this tax are rather| 
confused, for the Colonial Secretary, 


having stated it was a war tax, went | 
on to recommend it on another ground. 
He said it will enable him to negotiate | 
preferential duties with the Colonies. | 
Now, I have another question to ask | 
the Chaneellor of the Exchequer, and | 
| hope he will give an equally definite | 
auswer to it. Does he contemplate this | 
tax as a means of negotiating pre- | 
ferential duties with the Colonies 1 | 
That, too, is a point upon which the | 
country desires to be enlightened. | 
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j}and all the rest of the world. 
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Whole columns of the newspapers are 
taken up in showing how this tax 
will be of use in binding the Colonies 
to us by making preferential treaties 
with them. We all know what pre- 
ferential duties mean. They mean 
limiting the supplies of this country 
to one-third of the sources of supply. 
That means, of course, an enormous 
rise in the prices of all commodities 


introduced into this country. Besides 
that, it means making commercial 
enemies of other countries You 


embark in commercial hostilities and 
these are apt to end in international 
We have only concluded the 
war in South Africa to open a war of 
duties with every nation all over the 
world. Preferential duties involve not 
only war with all other nations on ques- 
tions of duties, but involve — infinite 
quarrels with the Colonies themselves. 
No one colony will want exactly the 
same thing as the others. It will be a 
perpetual quarrel, always arising, because 
the demands will change every year. It 


| will be necessary to continually make new 


disturh 

each colony 
That is 
what pretereitial duties mean, and, there- 
fore, it is of consummate importance that 
we should know exactly where we stand. 
I cannot believe that that was in the 
mind of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
when he introduced this tax. When he 
was speaking the other night, and my 


which will 
relations with 


arrangements 


your 
commercial 


| right hon, friend the Leader of the Opposi- 
| tion suggested to him the speech of Sir 


Wilfrid Laurier, both he and the Leader 
of the House indignantly repudiated the 
notion that the tax had any such connex- 
ion. But the Colonial 
down to Birmingham and develops at full 
length the subject of preferential cluties 
and their relations to the Colonies. This 
is a matter of the deepest possible import- 
ance to the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
lam certain that could never have been 
in the mind of the right hon. Gentleman 

he is much too frank—when he 
introduced the tax. He has too much 
pluck, he is too honest to introduce 
a tax of this kind without saying any 
thing at all as to these sinister motives. 
which lay at the bottom of it. I take the 
right hon, Gentleman’s contradiction ; 
and that is exactly what I want. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman says that this is a 


Secretary goes 
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war tax. Then is it to cease after the 
war! The right hon. Gentleman the 
Chaneeller of the Exchequer said that 
this tax has nothing to do with preferen- 
tial duties or treaties. That is very 
satisfactory ; and ] am quite sure that 
there will be some concordat established 
between the Treasury and the Colonial 
Ottice. I only rose to put these questions 
because it would be highly satisfactory to 
hear the view upon them of the Chan 
cellor of the Exchequer. : 


*(6.36.) Sm M. HICKS BEACH: | 
confess | am astonished at the speech 
we have just heard. The hon. Member 
for East Northamptonshire had in a very 
moderate tone asked the Committee to 
limit the operation of this tax to one year. 
That is not a novel proposal, because 
the hon. Gentleman made it himself 
l:st year with reference to the sugar 
duty, and I think also with reference 
to the coal duty: and this year he has 
placed on the Paper Amendments of the 
same kind with reference to the duty on 
sugar, the duty on coal, and the excise 
duty on glucose. The mind of the hon. 
(sentleman appears to be turned in this 
direction with regard to every tax of 
which he does not approve. He seems 
to think that, by limiting the operation 
ot a tax to only one year, he is giving 
Parliamert a control over a tax which 
would be placed beyond the possibility 
of any Parliamentary interference if no 
such limitation was applied. Anyone 
who considers our system of taxation 
knows pertectly well that that view is 
not correct. Every year for many years 
past. the Finance Bill has re-enacted two 
taxes—the duty on tea and the income 
tax. They are annual taxes, and they 
are annua! taxes in order that the 
House of Commons may never be 
without the opportunity of checking 
the Government in dealing with the 
finances of the year. It is open on the 
Finance Bill to any Member of the 
House of Commons to move the alter- 
ation or repeal of any and every tax with 
which he does not agree, and, therefore, 
the House retains entire control over 
all our taxes. I should oppose the 
limitation of this corn duty to one 
year, just as I opposed the limitation 
of the coal duty, the sugar duty, and 
the glucose duty to one year, It has 


Sir William Harcourt. 


‘ Amendment 
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never been the habit of this House to 
impose a new indirect tax for one year 
only, and that for the obvious reason 
that it would leave every one uncertain 
as to the future; for imposing any 
indirect tax only for twelve months 
would undoubtedly interfere with trade, 
for a reason which would probabiy be 
entirely inadequate, and which no 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
think of putting forward. That is the 
position so far with regard to the 
of the hon. Member for 
East Northamptonshire. But the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire sees in my proposal to 
place this tax on the same footing as all 
our indirect taxes and all our direct 
taxes, except the tea duty and the 
income taxon the same footing as it 
occupied when it existed for twenty 
years, and on the same footing as the 
sugar duty has always occupied—some 
extraordinary notion of turning it into 
a scheme for revolutionising our whole 
Customs tariff, and of instituting in its 
place a Protectionist tariff against foreign 
countries. 

This tax was imposed for two purposes. 
It was imposed to bear its share, to- 
gether with the increase in the income 
tax, of the cost of the war in the present 
year, which would thus be divided 
between direct and indirect taxation. 
It was imposed for the second object 
of adding, I hope permanently, to 
the heads of indirect taxation. In 
my belief such has been the growth 
of our expenditure during the past few 
vears, and such is likely to be its con- 
tinued growth under any Administration, 
that it is absolutely necessary to increase 
the heads of indirect taxation. Now | 
know perfectly we!l that the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down, «nd 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition are always telling us that 
this growth of expenditure is all the 
fault of His Majesty's Government. Th 
Leader of the Opposition said the other 
day that it was mainly due, ag it is 
mainly due, to increased armaments. 
and he intimated pretty clearly his own 
opinion that we had gone too far in that 
direction. Sir, the country differs from 
him. Ido not believe that the country 
is likely to take that view, either 
with regard to the Navy or with 
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regard to the ordinary peace establish- country has been, not as the idea of our 


ment of the Army; and if I wanted 
some testimony to the correctness of 
that opinion | should quote some words 
which recently fell from Lord Rosebery 
at Leeds. Lord Rosebery is a politician 
and statesman of great ability ; but I 
sometimes think that he would be more 
powertul as a Leader if he had more 
definite and decided opinions of his own. 
He is remarkably apt to follow what he 
thinks the popular opinion, or at any 
rate not to go contrary to it. There is 
a curious difference in this matter be- 
tween those two right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite and Lord Rosebery. Lord 
Rosebery referred to our great expendi- 
ture. Did he condemn it? Did he say 
that our armaments were excessive, that 
we had wasted money in colonial exten- 
siun or in extension of Our protectorates 
in Afriea, as the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite said the other day? No, Sir, 
not a word of it. All he said was that 
it might be necessary, and for all he 
knew was necessary, that the ordinary 
expenditure of the country should have 
gone up by £32,000.000. He could pass 
no opinion upon it except that the situa- 
Well, the Leader of the 
Opposition the other day compared me 
rather unfavourably to a signpost. 


tion was grave. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Hear, hear! 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH: He told me 
that | was always pointing out the 
dangerous way, us | have sometimes 
stated it to be, in which the expenditure 
of this country has increased, but that 
| had done nothing to check it. The 
right hon. Gentleman does not know 
what I have done to check it. But this, 
I think, even he will admit. A signpost 
that does show the way in a certain 
direction is better than a signpost that 
does not show the way at all, and that 
is Lord Rosebery’s position. But I agree 
with Lord Rosebery in his opinion in 
regard to our expenditure—I am speak- 
ing of our ordinary expenditure. Why 
do I think so? It is not so much be- 
cause it is so very high, but because it 
has seemed to me that even in the 
short time that has elapsed since the 
termination of the war the first idea of 
persons of all shades of politics in the 
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ancestors used to be when a war was 
over—how we should reduce expenditure, 
and how, therefore, we should reduce tax- 
ation— but how weshould spend the money 
which we have, to what new purposes we 
should devote it. That is to my mind a 
grave situation. To my mind but a small 
portion of the ideas which are floating in 
people’s minds at the present time ought 
to be realised at the expense of thre 
national Exchequer ; but even to realise 
that portion certainly involves a_ still 
further increase in our ordinary expendi- 
ture. Where is the money tocome from 7 
Is it to come entirely from the income- 
taxpayer! ‘That is really the question 
which Parliament has to answer in this 
matter. If it comes from indirect taxa- 
tion, is it to come from piling on more 
and more upon alcohol 
articles already taxed over and over again 
heyond their value? Yes, they are. 
Tobacco bears taxation amounting to 500 
per cent. of its value, and alcohol is taxed 
inasimilar way. It is perfectly certain 
that you will not raise increased revenue 
by piling on taxation on articles already 
so heavily taxed beyond a very small 
point. If you want to increase your 
revenue from indirect taxation you must 
add new articles to your list, and that is 
why I added sugar and coal last year and 
propose to add corn in the year now 
before us. 

I have asked, “ What is your alter- 
native?” It is to keep up the income 
tax perhaps at very nearly its present 
limit in time of peace. What would be 
the resnlt of that? Why you would 
raise such a feeling of injustice among 
the small class who at present pay in- 
come tax, such a feeling of unfairness as 
compared with other classes of the 
country who do not pay it, that I venture 
to say you would endanger the tax in a 
way that this country has not yet seen. 
But you would do something more. 
Keep your income tax at Is. or Is. 2d. in 
time of peace, and where is your great 
financial engine in time of war? God 
forbid that we should in our time ever 
again enter into a great war. But there 
may be circumstances, not the fault of 
our people, which may involve us in a 
great war. And, if it be so, Sir, if you 
commence a great war with an income 
tax of ls. or 1s, 2d. in the pound, you 
will have to raise your revenue—unless 
you borrow it all—you will have to raise 
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your revenue for that war by indirect 
taxes of which we do not dream, and 
which would cause infinitely greater 
injury to the trade and commerce of this 
country than can be imagined for a 
moment from such taxes as those we now 
have upon sugar or coal, or corn, which 
to my mind cause no injury at all. I 
have been challenged as to the financial 
position of the future. That is my view 
of the financial position of the future. 
That is why I have proposed this corn 
duty as part of our permanent system of 
taxation. 

And now I hope I have answered that 
question of the right hon. Gentleman. I 
come to the second part of his speech. | 
never was more astonished in my life than 
I was when the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion got up at the close of one of our 
previous debates on this corn duty, 
and stated to the House that his great 
objection to the corn duty, apart from 
the incidence which he considered it had 
upon the very poor, was the idea that it 
was the precursor of a complete change in 
our fiscal relations with the Colonies and 
foreign countries. [le put it, [ think, that 
it was a prelude to a Customs union of 
the Empire upon a Protectionist basis, 
Well, | have proposed this duty as a 
revenue duty and nothing else. I know 
that Sir Wilired Laurier made some 
observations on the subject in the 
Dominion House of Commons. I have 
the greatest respect for Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier as an able and loyal statesman, 
but this I must say, that I do not think 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier’s opinions with 
regard to the tendency or the effect 
of any fiscal legislation here are of more 
value than my opinion might be with 
regard to similar matters in Canada. 
I disclaim altogether the interpretation 
which Sir Wilfred Laurier has placed 
upon the corn duty. But now I should 
like to say something to right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. In a few weeks 
we hope that there will be a conference 
of representatives of the Colonies upon 
this question of commercial relations, as 
well as upon other questions affecting 
the interests of the Empire. Now, 
what is the position which right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite take upon this 
question of our commercial relations 
with the Colonies ? Supposing it were 
possible that we should have Free Trade 

Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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throughout the British Empire, an 
Imperial Zollverein, do they not think 
that such an arrangement as_ that 
would be an arrangement binding to- 
gether our Colonies and the mother 
country, and our Colonies themselves, 
more, perhaps, than anything else that 
could be devised ? 


Stir WILLIAM HARCOURT : Does 
the right hon. Gentleman mean Free 
Trade with all the world ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I mean 
Free Trade with the Colonies. Was it 
a good thing or was it a bad thing 
that the Zollverein was established in 
Germany? Was it a good thing or was 
it a bad thing that the United 
States formed themselves into a group 
with no Customs barrier between them ! 
If we could have Free Trade with our 
Colonies, | do not see why that should 
necessarily involve increased duties on 
our part against foreign nations: but 
if we could have Free Trade with our 
Colonies, even some sacrifice in that 
direction might be made. Let us carry 
the matter a little further. It is not 
possible, as every one who has looked into 
the matter knows, that there should be 
Free Trade at the present time bet ween 
England and her Colonies. Cannot we 
try so to settle the commercial relations 
between us that we may make trade 
freer than it is now, and that without 
necessarily injuring any foreign country 
at all? I am bound to say that my 
idea of dealing with this great 
question is upon the basis of Free 
Trade, not upon the basis of Protec- 
tion. I know that some persons have 
suggested that you should impose duties 
against foreign nations—duties which 
do not now exist against foreign nations 
—in order to give an advantage to our 
colonies. That is not the policy of 
His Majesty's Government. But it is 
our policy, adhering to our own prin- 
ciples, to do what we can to make trade 
between ourselves and our Colonies freer, 
in order, as we believe, to promote the 
best interests of the Empire. I think | 
have answered the questions whicl. have 
been asked. | am afraid ! have tres- 
passed beyond the limits of the Aimend- 
ment of the hon. Member for East North- 
amptonshire, but I felt bound. after the 
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direct challenge of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, to state what, in my opinion, is the 
position. I have proposed this duty as 
a revenue duty; I have proposed it 
absolutely without prejudice to any dis- 
cussions which may take place between 
us and the Colonial representatives on 
the question of commercial relations. | 
hope those discussions may be fruitful 
of good results ; but it is not with regard 
to those discussions, but with regard to 
the necessity of raising revenue for this 
and future years, that [ have submitted 
this duty to the Committee. 


(7.3.) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) said everybody 
had listened with great interest to the 
speech of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and his statement of the position of the 
Government had relieved many minds 
upon the subject of what might be called 
Free Trade or Protection. He, however, 
could not help thinking that the accept- 
ance of the small Amendment before the 
House would give assurance to a great 
number of people who still felt anxious 
on this subject. It was not possible for 
evervbody interested in free trade—who 
thought that the property of the Empire 
lepended on Tree Trade—to have an 
opportunity of hearing, or even reading, 
the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
iaan, and knowing with what energy 
and whole-heartedness he delivered it ; 
and he did not see that the acceptance 
ot this Amendment would in any way 
aiter the policy of the Government. 
This was a matter which he believed 
would be realised to a far greater extent 
by hon. Members when they came to see 
their constituents. They would then 
see how unpopular this tax was, and 
how it pressed upon the poorest of the 
people. He would, therefore, like to see 
this tax terminable at some fixed period. 
Phat would not upset our fiscal system, 
because if it were made terminable say 
in August next vear., long before the 
luty came to an end the Finance Bill for 
have been passed. 


that vear would 


lf the-duty were made terminable 
it would relieve the minds of many, and 
assure them that it was not a tax 


levied for the purpose of Protection and 


for giving relief to the Colonies. He 





{9 JuNE 1902} Bill. 170 


thought in the future when there was a 
surplus the Government would relieve 
the country of the burden of this tax. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said, 
although the Committee had every 
confidence in the right hon. Gentleman 
as a Free Trader, he felt that when the 
right hon. Gentleman came to throw 
the weight of his judgment against that 
of his colleagues, the right hon. Gentleman 
was in a hopeless minority. The right 
hon. Gentleman had asked whether 
it would not be a good thing to have 
preferential trade with our own Colonies, 
and somebody had interrupted and said 
we wanted Free Trade all over the world. 
What were the Colonies to give us? 
Would the right hon. Gentleman suggest 
fora moment that the Colonies would sell 
to us cheaper than they sold elsewhere ! 
The Colonies also would take our trade 
so long as they could not get a cheaper 
market elsewhere. They would, no doubt, 
not object to our buying dear of them 
and selling cheap for their benefit. 
However deep the attachment of: the 
Colonies might be, he did not think it 
would stand the strain of a dearer 
market than they could find elsewhere. 
What was the proposal of the Amend- 
ment ? Under the extraordiniry cireum- 
stances of the last two years, we had 
added to our tariff eighty-four new 
duties, and the proposal was that for a 
year or two we should have the oppor- 
tunity of bringing them before the 
House and subjecting them to revision. 
In the previous year the right hon. 
Gentleman, when imposing the sugar 
duties, admitted that he was proceeding 
on very indifferent information, and 
stated that the duties must be looked 
upon as a tentative scale; that he had 
worked on the best materials he could 
obtain, and that he would be glad to 
have better knowledge. But when the 
Comunittee brought that criticisim to bexr 
which it was entitled to bring and the 
knowledge which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had asked for, before the right hon. 
Gentleman, he refused to appoint a 
Committee of experts, and he simply 
clung to his duty in spite of the fact that 
it was pointed out that the plan that he 
had adopted was altogether faulty. At 
the end of the session the matter was 
again brought up by the hon. Member 
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jor North Louth, and the right hon. 
Gentleman pointed out that any 
adjustment required could be made 
next year. How could that adjustment 
be made? They did not desire to repeu! 
the duty but to adjust it. Innumerable 
articles had been added to the Customs 
tariff, and the House ought to have 
an opportunity of reviewing them. The 
right hon. Gentleman said today ahat 
he said then, that the question could be 
raised on the tea duty. which was always 
putin for the purpose. But what earthly 
chance was there of discussing on the 
tea duty the numerous miscellaneous 
duties which had been imposed in the 
last two years! The demand that they 
should come up for revision was a fair 
demand, and he thought it should be 
acceded to. Another point involved was, 
the enormous amount of taxation levied 
year by year under permanent Acts of 
Parliament which never came up for 
review. Of the £140,000,000 of taxation 


£102,000,000 was so levied. Why 
should the Committee be confined to 
discussing one article—tea? Was it 


suggested that there would be long and 
wearisome discussions! [* Yes.”"] That 
would not be the case at all. The tea 
duty came up annually, but the discus 
slon occupied only four or five hours, 
and there was no reason to suppose it 
would be different in regard to these 
other articles. One of the causes of the 
weakening of the influence of Parliament 
was that the House of Commons was 
parting with its former powers and 
functions, and was not only putting the 
control into the hands nf Ministers, but 
was allowing the Government to deny 
the opportunity of discussing these things 
from time to time. Parliamentary con- 
tro! over taxation was becoming a mere 
figure of speech; there ought to be an 
opportunity of discussing these taxes 
every year, and he should support the 
Amendment. 


*(7.17.) Mr. BLAKE said theChancellor 
of the Exchequer had spoken of | his 
serious appr hension at the mental atti- 
tude which led everybody tosay not * How 
should we save after the war is over,” 
hut * How should we spend the money 
we have.” 
Gentleman had not remembered that 
before voting on the last proposal to 

Mr, Kearley. 
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pestpone. That was the very ground 
on which postponement was maintained, 
As to the purposes of the corn tax, there 
were some things in the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech with which he was in en- 
tire agreement. He himself had never en- 
tertained the idea that the tax had been 
proposed with the secret idea of converting 
it into a preferential tax in favour of the 
Colonies. It would have been a dishon- 
ourable and disingenuous action on the 
part of the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
have proposed the tax with anysuch secret 
object in the words he used, or for the 
purposes he professed. Those words 
and purposes were plain, direct, and dis- 
tinct, as was usual with the right hon. 
Gentleman, and they entirely precluded 
the notion that he intended to modify 
the tax in a way which would have re- 
duced its productive qualities. and would 
atthe same time have involved this great. 
far-reaching and most complicated ques- 
tion of preferential treatment. Therciore 
he had not believed that this could be 
the design of the Government. Notwith- 
standing that, the recent speech of the 
Colonial Secretary, coupled with previous 
utterances and moyements of that right 
hon. Gentleman, had doubtless given rise 
to some anxietv, but that anxiety had 
in his view now been set at rest by 
the statement of the Chancellor ot 
the Exchequer. He had stated plainly 
that it was clear that at present no 
mutual fiscal arrangement could be 
made between this country and_ the 
Colonies on the basis of free trade between 
the Colonies and this country. ‘That 
had been perfectly obvious all these 
years. It wasa great pity that it had not 
been officially recognised before, and it 
was extraordinary that the 
Secretary, of all men, should not have 
perceived it. However, the basis of 
the original proposal of the Colonial 
Secretary was that of absolute free trade 
between the Colonies and the Mothet 
Country, with the further suggestion 
that this country should therefore impose 
duties as against others than the Colonies 
upon certain articles of very large general 
consumption. The first part of this pro- 
posal was, as he had said, absolutely im 
possible from the Colonial point of view. 
The second part of the proposal, the im- 


Colonial 


position of duties by this country on 


certain extra Colonial Imports here 
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which was the guid pro quo—the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had also now 
plainly declared to be no part of the 
poliev of His Majesty’s Government, and 
in his (Mr. Blake’s) view it would be a 
very damaging policy for this country. 
Thus neither the guid nor the quo 
were practicable. For his own part, he 
was not sorry. He had always been con- 
vincedthat such « proposal would be one in 
which the mutual disadvantages far out- 
weighed the mutual advantages. He had 
had oceasion to look at this matter from 
both the Colonial and the Imperial point 
of view, there having been a day when 
he gave up his political position rather 
than support a policy of unrestricted 
reciprocity with the United Stutes, be- 
cause he thought it would in its political 
aspeets and larger tendencies be bad tor 
his country, leading to absorption with 
the States. While he would be delighted 
at any proposals which would enlarge the 
natural course of trade between the 
Colonies and the Mother Country, he 
was averse to the policv—to which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had de- 
clared the Government also to be averse— 
of influencing that course of trade by the 
unnatural restrictive method of exclusive 
preferential duties. This was a radically 
different thing from offering to lower 
tariff dues in favour of all nations who 
had done or might do likewise. ‘That 
would tend towards Free Trade and the 
open door, while this was the 
He would not enter into the argument, 
it was enough to say that the Chancellor 
had knocked the bottom out of the 
scheme of mutually exclusive preferential 
tariilg. It was true the right hon. Gentle- 
man added » few seneral expressions indi- 
eating thatthere would be no objection to 


reverse. 


discussing some method whereby some 
mutual advantages should be secured, 
which would promote greater trade be- 
tween the Colonies and the mother 
country, adding, however, that it was 
not right for him to prosecute that in- 
quiry any further or make any suggestions 
then—that those were matters for the 
conference, and so on. The Chancellor 
could hardly avoid such general phrases, 
which, however, in face of his specific 
These 


schemes would, doubtless, remain matters 


declarations did not count. 


for the conference, and probably aiter 
this debate the public would hear very 
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little more about them. As to the corn 
tax itself, he was fundamentally opposed 
to the tax; he thought it ought not to 
go into force at all; he thought it ought 
not to last even for a year; but he would 
rather see it on the Statute Book for a year 
than for all time, and, therefore, he 
should vote for the Amendment. 


(7.27.) Mr. LOUGH deplored the 
fact that the speech of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had tended to draw the 
attention of the Committee away from 
the precise point under discussion. The 
reason given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man took away the whole strength of 
his case, for refusing to accept the 
Amendment. The reason given was that 
no such Amendment was necessary, 
because any Member could in any year 
raise any question he pleased with regard 
to the sugar, coal, or corn tax, when the 
Finance Bill came before the Committee. 
If that was so, what was the objection 
to the Amendment? The only object 
of keeping the taxes out of successive 
Bills was to prevent the facilities being 
given for such discussions as they desired. 
It was important that from time to time 
these great taxes should under 
review, and that a regular opportunity 
should be provided for looking at the 
experience of the year with regard to 
particular imposts. Nobody had said a 
word about the sugar tax, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had taken 
advantage of the fact of their being 
unable to raise the question in a regular 
manner to boust of the great success ot 
that tax. He did not believe it had been 
a success at all, and in twelve months’ 
time the courtry would, probably, not be 
in nearly so good a humour about the 
sugar tax as it was today. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had again re- 
ferred to the fact that he was broadening 
the basis of taxation. That was true, 
but he was also extinguishing the control 
of taxation. The country and the House 
were beginning to feel that heavy }ur- 
dens were being imposed on the people, 
while the old facilities for bringing those 
burdens up for consideration were being 
quietly stolen from Parliament. The 
right hon. Gentleman had repeated that 
the country was not in favour of economy. 


come 


He did not agree with that statement ; 
and the last election, which could not at 
all be taken as a test, showed that a 
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strong feeling was arising as to the heavy 
burdens the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was flinging upon the country. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman felt the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


gress; to. sit 


Committee report pro 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


FINANCE BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


Clause 1. 
Amendment again proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 17, afier the word ‘ Two,’ 
to insert the words * Until the first dav of 
August, 1903.’ °"—(Vr. Channing.) 


Question again proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


(9.0.) Mr. RECKITT (Lincolnshire, 
Brig) said that, in connection with the 
question ot preferential duties, one could 
not help remembering that during the last 
eighteen months there had been a great 
tendency towards increased protection in 
our Australian colonies as a result of 
federation, although there had beenadoing 
away of duties as between respective 
colonies. The Committee ought to bear 
that fact in mind in view of the state- 
ment of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that the question of the financial relations 
between this country and the Colonies 
should be discussed from the point of 
view of Free Trade as far as we are con- 
cerned. The new tariffs of the Australian 
colonies set an example in that they did 
not tax raw materials, whereas in the 
case of the corn tax raw materials were 
notexempted. It was of great importance 
that a new tax of this character should 
be open to revision at the end of the 
financial year. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had taken as his basis of 
differentiation between corn and flour 
the figures of 3d. and 5d., but it did not 
at all follow that in regard to the whole 
of the articles manufactured from the 
raw material enumerated in the schedule 
the same ratio obtained. In the present 

Mr. Lough. 
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feeling of the country it might not be 
easy to call the attention of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to the variations which, 
might be, on the one hand, of a Pro- 
tective character to the manufacturer, 
or, on the other hand, in the nature of a 
Bounty to the foreign consumers ; but it 
would be of great utility to be able, a 
year hence, to reconsider the whole 
question, when they knew what the 
various effects on trade had been. Le 
believed the right hon. Gentleman had 
always done his best to secure that the 
incidence of the taxation he imposed 
should not be of a Protective character, 
although in this case he had somewhat 
departed from that position by reason of 
the fact that he had not proposed an 
Excise duty on corn. A point to be 
borne in mind in this matter was that 
this country had not the particular 
machinery Protective 
countries in the way of Standing Com- 
mittees on Trade which habitually dis- 
eussed financial questions, and the effect 
they would have on the various trades. 
Here these questions had to be discussed 
in the whole House, and it necessarily 
followed that there was always a distaste 
for any particular trade to introduce its 
particular grievances or requirements 
But if there was to bea system of taxa- 
tion, such as this duty on corn, by which 
fifty-four articles were affected, it would 
be necessary sooner or later to remit the 
consideration of these matters to a Stand- 
ing Committee where trade interests. 
which were prejudicially affected, might 
be heard He instanced a case in tlie 
North of England of a manufacturer ot 
feeding stuffs for eattle, the basis of which 
was rice, who had to contend in the 
market with a manufacturer, the basis 
of whose feeding cakes was linseed. But 
whereas rice, under this Bill, was taxed, 
linseed was not. 


possessed by 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! !| 
think the connection between the matter 
which the hon. Member is now discussing 
and the Amendment before the Com- 
mittee is rather remote. 


*Mr. RECKITT said he mentioned it 
as an illustration of the difficulty of 
discussing in the first year a matter of 
such great importance as the tax upon 


corn. Even at the present time ther 
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were matters of dispute between the 
Excise and consumers in reference to the 
sugar duty unsettled, and they could not 
be discussed on the Finance Bill. If the 
question could be debated again next 
year, these matters of detail could be 
properly discussed or referred to a Com- 
mittee. It was impossible, on the first 
occasion of the re-imposition of such a 
duty, to pay proper attention to matters 
affecting small consumers and smaller 
interests, but whether the interest to be 
taxed was wheat or that of the person 
who sold locust beans, it should be 
equally deserving of attention in the eyes 
ot the Committee. The question of 
whether or not a tax was Protective was 
of vital importance, whether a man was 
in a large or a small way of business, 
and it would be a great advantage to 
he able to discuss these questions again 
next year. He should, therefore, support 
the Amendment. 


(9.10.) Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said 
that while certain trades might be quite 
willing to bear the burden of this tax, 
if it was to be simply a war tax, they 
would strongly protest against it being 
imposed as a permanent source of 
revenue. It would seriously handicap 
trade, and some trades would be affected 
more than others. Hitherto the Com- 
mittee had considered the tax as merely 
one upon food; he desired it to be regarded 
asa tax upon a raw material of manu 
facture. He was afraid the Chancellor 
oi the Exchequer had not realised what 
a serious matter it was from that poizit 
of view. Personally he was not afraid 
of a new tax. He was so charmed with 
the courage of the right hon. Gentleman 
in sticking to a tax which was electorally 
so unwise, that he was very reluctant 
to vote against him, but as a_ business 
man he felt compelled to call attention 
to the serious consequences of the pro- 
posal. To take the cotton trade as an 
example, doubtless, some Members had 
heard of “sizing,” but probably very 
few were aware of what an enormous 
proportion of the calico exported con 
sisted of flour. It was, he believed. well 
within the mark to say that of all the 
calico manufactured in this country 
one-third of its weight in flour was re- 
quired for its use in one way or another. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer might 
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say that the tax would not raise the 
price of flour, but most people who 
studied these matters would agree that, 
as a general principle, the price of a thing 
was determined by the source of its 
largest supply. When the registration 
duty on corn was allowed to go on under 
Mr. Gladstone, three-fourths of the corn 
was grown in this country, and only 
one-fourth imported, with the result 
that the three-fourths determined the 
price of the whole, and the foreigner 
sending the one-fourth had to ask him- 
self whether he could afford to pay the 
duty and compete with the other three- 
fourths. But the positions were now 
reversed. ‘The price would be determined 
by the same law as before, but, as three- 
fourths of the corn was now imported, 
the whole would have to bear the price 
of that which was imported. For the 
£2,500,000 which would go into the 
pocket of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, the country would probably 
have to pay £3,500,000. The price of 
corn would be raised by so much, and 
wheat and flour would be so much 
dearer inthis country than in America 
whence the flour came. What was the 
position of the trade on whose behalf he 
spoke? They had to bring their cotton 
from America, bearing the cost of bring- 
ing it 3,000 or 4,000 miles, and, in 
addition, this large element of flour was 
taxed here while it was free to th 
American. The severest competition 
they had to encounter, and the still 
more severe competition they had to 
fear in the future, was that of the 
United States. It was very necessary, 
therefore, that the Chancellor ot the 
Exchequer, who was the custodian of 
their welfare, should be extremely care- 
ful that he did not handicap the trade in 
any way in meeting that competition. 
But that was what the right hon. 
Gentleman was doing. ‘There were 
hundreds of trades into which flour 
entered very largely—such, for instance, 
as the manutacture of wall-paper, oil- 
cloth, biscuits, and so on. At least, 
£10,000,000 of the £50,000,000 worth of 
grain imported into this country was used 
for manufacturing purposes, so that 
upon one-fifth of that import this would 
be a trade tax. 

The right hon. Gentleman had 
justified the tax on the ground that 
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it struck the balance between 
income tax payers and the poorer people, 
and that each ought to pay their share of 
the cost of the war. That was perfectly 
right, but care should be taken that the 
tax did not fall where it was not intended. 
One-tifth of the tax would fall upon trade, 
and the trades affected were those which 
largely paid income tax. It would be 
interesting to know how much of, the 
total income tax of the country was paid 
by Lancashire and Yorkshire. He be- 
lieved that those counties contributed a 
very large sum indeed towards the upkeep 
of the Army and the Navy and the 
Empire. The right hon. Gentleman was 
in danger of killing the goose that lay the 
golden eggs. All success in manufacture 
in the: future, as in the past, depended 
upon their getting the raw material as 
cheaply and as freely as possible. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would not 
dare to propose a duty on raw cotton ; 
to tax the raw material of manufacture 
was preposterous, but that was exactly 
what he was doing. Wheat was a raw 
material of manufacture, so that the right 
hon. Gentleman, while he was getting 
something from what was called “the 
poor man’s loaf,” was also taxing trade. 
It might be said that the cotton trade was 
rich and could afford to pay the tax. But 
he was pleading on behalf not of the 
masters, but of the great masses of the 
work people. Anything which handi- 
capped trade in competition with foreign 
rivals told most disastrously upon the 
wages and prosperity of the work people. 
It was a most costly way of raising 
money, and he begged the right hon. 
Gentleman to consider the matter from 
the point of view of wheat and corn as 
raw materials of manufacture. It was 
true it was only a small duty, but. it 
prevented the free flow of those raw 
materials into the country. The time 
would come when it could not be hoped 
that the manufacturing supremacy of this 
country would be continued in its present 
degree. That was one reason why he 
supported the export duty on coal. Our 
future prosperity depended on the country 
heing a depot for the world ; it must be 
the one country into which all things 
could flow freely—the money market, the 
goods market, the product market of the 
world—and yet, in regard to one of the 
most vital products, that position was 
heing done away with, and a_ barrier 
erected against that free coming in of 


Mr. Harwood. 
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England at present was the wheat 
depot of the world—{* No ”|—but this 
tax would prevent it continuing to be, 
Foreign exporters instead of saying, 
“Shall we ship these cargees of wheat to 
London?” would say, “Can weafford topay 
this duty which we can never get back ¢” 
He thought this was a most serious 
step to take, and a step which would 
be a great blow to the prosperity of 
our trade, and a great hindrance in 
our competition, with manufactures 
all over the world. It was sure to 
handicap them in this struggle. and 
it would have a very serious effect in 
preventing this country maintaining 
its position as the great manufacturing 
centre of the world. They had heard 
during the debate something about the 
necessity of changing their fiscal system, 
and they had !een told that their old- 
fashioned theories of economy had gone 
out of date. What was it that had 
enabled this nation to stand a strain 
of this war so easily, and which had 
enabled them to raise sums of money 
which would have startled their fore- 
fathers, and which to them would have 
been impossible? It was simply because 
the prosperity of this country was built 
upon the rock of sound economic princi- 
ples, and upon that rock they had raised 
this superstructure of prosperity. ‘There- 
fore he was anxious that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should not do anything 
to undermine that prosperity. 


(9.30.) Mr. WILLIAM M‘ARTHUR 
(Cornwall, St. Austell) said he did not 
possess the eloquence of the hon. Member 
for Bolton, but he had been for a good 
many years more or less concerned in 
business with their great 
Coionial dependencies, and in the 
absence of any clear declaration on thie 
part of the Government upon this 
subject, he wished to say that Gentlemen 
conducting Colonial business had been 
put in a talse position. He did not 
want to enter into any long argument 
with regard to free trade or protection, 
but he wished to speak on behalf of 
Colonial merchants. He admitted that 
a great many of those merchants held 
views contrary to his own, but he wished 
to point out that a certain amount of 
unrest and difficulty had arisen in the 


some of 


,minds of Colonial merchants owing to 
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the attitude, he would not say of the 
Government as a whole, but of certain 
prominent Members of the Government. 
Shortly before the last Colonial confer- 
ence, a suggestion was made by the 
Colonial Secretary, which rather pointed 
towards a Zollverein throughout the 
Empire. That created a large amount 
of expectation and hope in the minds of 
Colonial business men and _ politicians, 


who held the protectionist view. That 
feeling had been to a certain extent 


accentuated by the financial arrange- 
ments made last year and this year, 
and he did not think it was fair that 
those engaged in the Colonial trade 
should be left in any sort of uncertainty 
with regard to this matter. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Member cannot have heard my state- 
ment upon this question this afternoon. 


Mr. WILLIAM M*ARTHUR said he 
hal been present all the afternoon. He 
was not concerned so much with what 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said, as 
with what the Government were doing. 
Having last year somewhat deviated 
from the old fiscal poliey, this year 
they were still further deviating from 
that policy. They had asked 
whether this particular tax was to be 
limited for one year, or whether it was to 
be indefinitely imposed upon the country. 
If this tax was to be a permanent one, 
it might be taken in some quarters as 
an indication of an intention to pursue 
the policy hinted at some years ago. 
So long as that question was not set at 
rest, and was further aecertuated by the 
refusal to make this imposition for one 
year, there would continue to be unrest 
amongst Colonial people, who had large 
sums Of money invested in British trace. 
Those who were doing business with the 
Colonies were entitled to have a clear 
and a plain declaration from the Govern- 
ment as to what this tax really meant. 
If the tax was imposed to pay the 
expenses of a war for which he admitted 
as much responsibility as any hon. 
Members opposite, he should offer no 
objection to the tax. If the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer told them that he 


been 


could not pay for the war under any | 


other system that would be all righ’, but 
he contended the Colonial traders had a 
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right to know definitely whether this 
was another step in the direction which 
he had indicated. ‘They had a right to 
demand a clear indication of the views of 
the Government upon this question. 
| This corn tax, as the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer must know, had been taken 
in Canada, in Australia, and other parts of 
the Empire, as an indication on the part 
of His Majesty’s Government of a desire 
to form a Zollverein within the British 
Empire. In those cireumstances surely 
it was not unfair for them to ask for a 
clear and definite statement. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have given 
that statement. 


Mr. WILLIAM M‘ARTHUR contended 
that the very best indication that ¢ uld be 
given would be for the Government to 
accede to the Motion made, and to limit 
the operation of the tax to one year. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (shetlield, 
Hallam) thought the demand made by 
the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down was a most unreasonable one. It 
was admitted on all hands that this tax 
was rendered necessary either by the 
war or by the permanent increase in the 
expenditure of the country or by both. 
Who could say that twenty-five years 
hence they would have got rid oi this 
unfortunate burden. He thought the 
hon. Gentleman’s demand for a turther 
declaration from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had been advanced simply 
to bolster up this Amendment, and 
therefore his argument failed altogether. 


*(9.45.) Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall. 
Launceston) said it appeared to him that 
the speech of the Chaneellor of the 


Exchequer had raised the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend from a mere 
detail to an Amendment of prime 
importance. The Chancellor of the 


Exchequer had insisted with considerable 
'foree and with some show of reason that 
a tax which is imposed as a permanency is 
as much subject to yearly Parliamentary 
criticism as a tax which is voted for a 
year only. Under ordinary circumstances, 
therefore, the question raised by the 
Amendment would not be of great 
/moment. But the speech of the 
/Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
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changed all this. He always felt a great 
deal of sympathy with the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and personally he had 
much confidence in him He believed 
him to be a sound financier, and he also 
suspected that there were many financial 
discussions between him and certain of 
his colleagues, in which he was not always 
victorious. But these tragedies remain 
the secret of his own breast. The House 
knows nothing of them. So brave is 
the right hon. Gentleman in bearing 
these tribulations that he “wears no 
less a smiling face although so broken- 
hearted.” But in the present case he 
had been forced by the cross-examining 
skill of an old Parliamentary Counsel 
to make two admissions, or rather 
declarations, in the name and on 
behalf of the Government. He had 
trankly said in the first place that this 
tax is a war tax, and secondly that the 
Government had hopes of establishing 
what he might call preferential Free 
Trade with the Colonies. But while 
making this latter admission the right 
hon. Gentleman had raised his own voice 
in indignant denunciation of the sugges- 
tion of duties being imposed against 
other nations to enable the Colonies to 
have this Free Trade. The Chancellor ot 
the Exchequer must think that those 
who sat on the Opposition side of the 
House were giited with an infantil 
simplicity if he cherished the hope that 
they would not now see the reason why 
he insisted on this tax on corn being 


vot:d as a permanent tax. What 
the right hon. Gentleman hoped to 
be able to say was this: “I give Free 


Trade in eorn to the Colonies. but | 
impose no countervailing duties aga nst 
foreign nations.”’ This he can say if he 
gets the duty voted permanently. For 
instance, he will be able to say, * I have 
put no duty on as against foreign 
nations. I have only let Canada and 
our other Colonies off an existing duty.” 
Having first put the duty on against the 
whole world, he can let Canada and 
Australia off, and yet say that he has 
put no duty on as against America. 
That is the reason why this tax is being 
impo-ed permanently. If the right hon. 
Gentleman gets this tax voted for one 
year only, and at the meeting of 
Colonial Premiers which will shortly 
be held, it is agreed that there shall 
Mr. Moulton. 
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be a shilling duty against America, 
Argentina and Russia, and no duty 
against Australia or Canada, he will 
have to impose the tax in that form 
next year. He will no longer be 
able to come down and say “I will 
let off Canada and = Australia, and 
who can say I have put any counter- 
vailing duties against foreign nations!” 
This was very ingenious, but it was not 
original. In conveyancing it used to be 
stipulated that one should pay a rent of, 
say £100, and that if the money was 
not paid to the day the amount of the 
rent should be doubled. The law very 
properly held such clauses to be oppres- 
sive and refused to enforce them, and 
consequently the conveyancer’s devil 
varied the form of conveyance and 
made it stipulate: ‘* You must pay 
£200 a year, but if you pay it to the day 
we will let you off with £100.” Alas! 
this transparent device was sufficient 
to get over the scruples of the law, 
and the new form of clause was held to 
be valid on the ground that it was 
beneficent and not penal in character, 
although it was identically the same in 
operation as the other. That was pre- 
cisely the plan which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was now following, and 
he no doubt hoped for it a like result. 
But it was absolutely necessary for 
the success of this plan that the tax 
should be imposed permanently ; and 
this was the reason why the Amendment 
of his hon. friend, which they were now 
considering, had become a matter of prime 
importance. 

This brought him to the substance of 
this pronouncement of policy, this precious 
British Zollverein. He wondered when we 
were going to give up mimicking the 
greatness of other people, and be content 
with being great in our own way. He 
could assure hon. Members that they 
could not beat the way England had_ be- 
come great, by imitating other nations. 
In matters of Empire they should stick to 
the principles upon which England had 
been working so long and so gloriously. 
li they worked them out in the same 
spirit, they did not need to go to other 
nations for lessons in policy. Nobody 
admired the great German Zollverein 
more than he did. It was the great idea 
of a great genius, and he would tell the 
House why it was great, and why it 
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brought about great results. It did 


great things for two reasons. Firstly, 
it extirpated Customs frontiers, and 


secondiy it destroyed no Free Trade. 
Think what Germany was then. At that 
time Germany was a mass of little States, 
each ot which had Customs frontiers 
against its own neighbours. At 
sruke Germany wiped those out and 
left only one great Customs frontier 
with nothing but Free Trade within. 
In the case ot the British Empire, on the 
other hand, no Customs frontier would 
be destroyed. Every Customs frontier 
would not only exist as it existed before, 
hut it would exist in the more odious form 
of apreterential Customs frontier. Instead 
of destroying the Customs frontiers this 
propos il would aggravate the evil tenfold, 
because it would harass trade at each 
Customs frontier with harassing inqui- 
sitions as to origin. So that with one of 
the two things which made the Zollverein 
in Germany great this proposal had 
nothing to do. 


one 


Now consider the other cause of the 
beneticial effects of the German Zollverein. 
lt destroyed no pre-existing Free Trade, 
hut on the contrary, the German Zoll- 
verein brought in Free Trade on an 
enorinous scale throughout every part of 
the great German Empire. But what 
would the British Zollverein do? It 
would destroy the Free Trade which 
exists now between us and all the nations 
ot the world. It would destroy that vast 
system of Free Trade, and substitute 
for it protective tariffs with every other 
excepting our own Colonies. 
his suggestion that you could have a 
British Zollverein and Free Trade between 
England and the Colonies, and no 
countervailing duties us against other 
nations, was an absurdity so great that one 
was puzzled why anyone had ventured to 
talk about it. He had thought over it 
very seriously, and he had at last discovered 
how it about that it was put 
iorwarad by some politicians as being 
their policy. People whose notion ot 
triumph was to be found in newspaper 
pulls always liked to steal well-known 
ideis. It was just the same in music 
halls, where the oldest ** chestnuts” pro- 
duce the quickest response in laughter. 
Vriginality might take years to be 
recognised, and the men who had done 


nhathon 


came 


the greatest things for their country had 


{9 JUNE 1902} 


Bill. 186 


often met with nothing but hostility 
from the Press, which has to make up 
its mind on the instant as to how 
to treat questions requiring years to 
think out. It favours anything which 
comes with an already acquired renown. 
Hence it was that second-class statesmen 
always liked to borrow accredited ideas 
which had been asuccess in the hands of 
other people. What had given sucha great 
boom to this idea? Why, the word Zollve- 
rein, which brings with it all the associa- 
tions of Bismarck’s great achievements 
in consolidating the German Empire. 
Now that he has passed away it has 
passed as a second-hand article into the 
hands of smaller statesmen. ‘That was 
the reason why this word had been 
taken up, and the Government were 
juggling with the word in order that 
they might benefit by the reflected 
glory of Bismarck’s achievements. But 
just look at the results of this policy. 
What would be the effect of it between 
England and the Colonies ?) What would 
be the first consequence of this policy ! 
We should have to take off the duty on 
tea. Almost the whole of the tea con- 
sumed in Great Britain comes from India 
and Ceylon. This duty must be taken 
off, and we must look about ior some- 
thing to replace it. Where is it to be 
found? We must either raise the 
missing revenue by direct taxation or 
put import duties on articles now un- 
taxed. Take the other side of the 
picture. What about New Zealand? The 
greater part of the revenues of that 
colony were derived from duties on 
imported manufactured goods, and if 
those duties were abolished in favour of 
England we could easily supply her with 
all the manufactured goods she could 
require, so that her main source of 
revenue would be destroyed. What 
could we give her in return How 
could we give toher exports oncominginto 
England a preference over those coming 
from other countries. There was not a 
single product from New Zealand upon 
which there was a tax for us to remove ! 
The consequence was that we should 
have to tax some articles which we did 
not tax now for the purpose of taking 
off the duty in the case of New Zealand. 
And however advantageous such arrange 
ments might be to the community in 
New Zealand, it must have revenue so 
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ye 
FI nance 


that it must impose new taxes to take 


tu: place of the abolished import 
duties, just as when England had 
lost its tea duty we should have 
to find some other convenient course 


of raising the revenue. The suggestion 
that we could have Free Trade between 
England and its Colonies, without im- 
posing taxation on other things, in 
order that we might get our revenue 
from those other things when they 
come from foreign nations, was mere 
idle twaddle. In this House the 
representatives of the Government 
ought to pay hon. Members the com- 
pliment of not talking quite so super- 
ficially. He stood up, without fear of 
contradiction, when he said that nobody 
could sketch out a Zollverein between 
us and our Colonies without imposing 
duties which would be nothing more 
nor -ess than Protective duties against 
foreign nations to the enefit of our 
Colonies —the very thing which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had _re- 
pudiated. He confessed that he thor- 
oughly enjoyed the speech of the hon. 
Member for South Longford, who 
praised the attitude of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. It was evident that 
this was not bee:use he wished an Im- 
perial Zollverein, but because he knew 
that if we had not countervailing 
duties as against other nations an Im- 
perial Zollverein was a thing which 
was impossible. So much for the sug- 
gestion that the aim of the Govern- 
ment was to have Free Trade with 
the Colonies and no duties against other 
nations. . 


He would now eall the attention of 
the House to the suggestion that it was 
important that the Government should 
have this corn tax in order that they 
might commence this Zollverein. This 
reversed the old fable, for it was the 
mouse that was in labour and brought 
forth a mountain. This miserable 1s. 
on corn, a thing which very largely 
came, no doubt, from foreign countries, 
but toa much smaller extent from our 


Colonies, brought in something like 
£2,000,000 or £5,000,000, and it was 


supported on the ground that it might 

be made the basis of reciprocal preferen- 

tial arrangements between England and 

her Colonies. It was the small bird 

that was to be divided among the 
Mr. Moulton. 
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hungry appetites of all those Premiers 
who were coming over the week after 
next. Of course, to discuss such a poliey 
would be idle if it were not intended 
that ultimately this corn tax should be 
largely increased and kept permanent. 
That was what made the discussion 
of this corn tax so important. It was 
true that in its present form it was fa 
small tax. But it was heralded in by 
the statement that our permanent ex- 
penditure required the broadening of 
the basis of taxation. It was called a 
war tax, but it was announced that it 
was to be permanent by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer who piously hoped 
that there might be no more great wars. 
The oceasion tor i tem porary 
need, yet the suggestion that it should 
be for one year was repudiated. It was, 
inshort, heralded in with so much lauda- 
tion, and so solemnly that one could 
not but believe that it was regarded 
by the Government as a baby which 
was to and be big and 
strong. indications showed 


was a 


grow up 


All these 


that it was the forerunner of much 
heavier taxation of a like kind. and 
if that was so it was mos! Im- 


portant that they should support this 
Amendment now before the House. It 
was quite true that the forms of Parlia- 
mentary procedure enabled one to 
criticise the tax. even though originally 
it was voted as a permanency: but if 
the House refused to vote it as a 
permanency it was a recognition of the 
intention of the House that it should not 
be a permanent souree of revenue. He 
was not going into the details of his objee- 
tions to the tax, but he did say that 
those who held that the tax was ob- 
jectionable in itself felt tha’ it was 
rendered tenfold more objectionable by 
its being put forward as the forerunner 
of the taxation which would give pre- 
ferential duties against foreign nations 


with whom we ought to seek to be 
friendly. The Committee were told that 
this tax was intended to be the 


beginning of a policy of drawing the 
Colonies nearer to us. There was one 
piece of advice that he would give 
as to this. Do not let us try to 
bring our Coloniesnearer to usby pushing 
other nations further from us. If they 
were wise and sought England’s true 
prosperity and the friendliness of all the 
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world they would take this first opportun- 
ity of pronouncing heartily against any 
tax or any measure that tended to give to 
England an isolation which, instead of 
being a “splendid isolation,” was an 
jsolation of narrowness and greed, 


(10.2.) Mr. JAMES LOW THER (Kent, 
Thanet) said he need hardly apologise for 
interposing in the debate, fer his presence 
had been made the subject of eriticism 
by no less a person than the Leader ot 
the Opposition. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said, “* Where are the Protectionists?” 
Well, he certainly took no part im the 
discussion of the corn tax, because he 
said he would wait until there was some- 
thing to defend. He had contended 
throughout that this clause did not con- 
tain, in any shape or form, the element 
of Protection. Lf it did pretend to do so, 
it would be a contemptible pretence. 
The tax would give a paltry and insigni- 
ficant revenue, and from the 
Protective point of view it was absolutely 
worthless. 
a valuable one, because by widening the 
basis of taxation it would aiford an oppor 
tunity to all classes to contribute their 
fair share towards the revenue of the 
country. He endorsed the statement of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that this 
was not a war tax. No one could ignore 
the fact that there was an immense 
progress of opinion in favour of prefer- 
ential treatment as between the mother 
country and the Colonies. Hon. Members 
te might denounce that, but the 
too strong for them. They 

certain hewspapers, decry 


source ol 


The provision, however, was 
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enunent colonial statesinel who advocated | 


what they believed to be for the true 
the Empire. Preferential 


relations between the component parts of 


literests of 


the Empire were coming, and coming 
rapidly. The Member for the 
Launceston Division had that a 
Zoliverein for the Empire was absolutely 
absurd. He agreed with the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that it was outside the 
range of practical suggestion at present 
that the Colonies should admit of free 
competition with the United States in 


hon. 


eai¢] 
Sal 


articles whieh would annihilate their 


manufactures and destroy their sources 


of revenue. But he could not follow 
the hon. Member for the Launceston 
Division and the Chancellor of the Ex 


chequer in the disparaging tone In 


Bill. 
which they referred to what he called, 
rightly or wrongly, the practically 
unanimous opinion of the self-governing 
portion of the Empire, namely, that some 
help should be given to inter-British 
trade. Any who ignored the fact that 
there had been enormous progress in 
public opinion throughout the Empire in 
tavour of preferential trade were people 
who had not been reading the signs of 
the times. There could be no doubt, be 
it right or wrong, that every seli-govern- 
ing community associated in the Empire 
was strongly in tavour of this view. 
Practically the whole of the self-govern- 
ing portions of the British Empire, except 
the mother country, had pronounced in 
favour of this system. ‘The mother 
country was not lagging much behind, 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was out of touch on this subject with 
the rising opinion of this country. He 
did not think the public would go the 
length that he would, but they were in 
an inquiring mood, and would not pre- 
judge the colonial emissaries before they 
had arrived. When the case of the 
Colonies was fully laid before the country, 
all old fads and erotchets would have to 
take a prominent back seat. The Com- 
mittee must not run away with the idea 
that the stale platitudes of fifty years 
ago would stand against the rising tide 
of popular opinion in the present day. 
We should have to listen to the proposals 
which were submitted to us by our fcllow- 
subjects from all parts of the Empire, 
and those who thought that by appeal- 
ing to the prejudices of bygone times 
they could deter the Empire from being 
welded into one homogeneous whole, 
largely through commercial influences, 
were struggling in vain. 


19U0 


(19.18. ) Mr. McK ENNA said that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Thanet had made a most amazing 


speech. He had told the Committee 
that there was a rising feeling in 


favour of Protection. Did he forget that 
during the last fifty: years this great 
England had been built up, and that we 
now enjoyed the most gigantic trade in the 
world ! What possible reason or justifi- 
eation had he for telling the Committee 
beyond his mere ipse /ivit, that we should 


be better off under Protection? The 
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trade of the United States with a popu- 
lation nearly double ours was not com- 
parable to ours. The right hon. Gentle- 
man forgot that in the trade returns 
which he had studied there were certain 
items which should be included, but were 
altogether omitted. He should remem- 
ber what the carrying trade had done 
for this country. We took a toll upon 
nearly all the goods of the world which 
were carried across the seas. We took 
tolls on a large portion of the world’s 
commerce through our bankers and 
insurance agents, and there was scarcely 
any business transacted “ from China to 
Peru” on which some British merchant or 
otherdid not getaprofit. That business did 
not appear inthe Board of Trade returns. 
If the right hon. Gentleman was able 
again to bring Protection upon us, we 
should lose that mighty fabrie of trade 
which we had built up during fifty years 
of what he ealled Little England feeling. 
The «question before the House was 
whether this tax should he for one year 
or a permanent one. He understood 
from what the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had said that this tax 
was to become permanent because it 
was necessary in the growing expendi 
ture of the country to add perman- 
ently to indirect taxation. But what 
became of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
assertion that there ought to be a cer- 
tain equality maintained between direct 
and indirect taxation, when he promised 
to take off the extra penny on the in 
come tax at the earliest opportunity ? 
Had the right hon. Gentleman aban- 
doned that principle? Were they to 
find that the wealthy taxpayers were to 
be relieved and the poor taxpayers not ? 
They had been told over and over again 
that it was necessary to broaden the 
basis of taxation. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had referred with approval to that 
principle. What did he mean by it? 
What was the basis of taxation? He 
knew of no basis of taxation other than 
the taxpayers. The right hon. Gentle- 
man meant by broadening the basis of 
poor people pay 
share of it. He 


taxation making the 
more than their tair 
himself would be very glad to hear any 
other explanation of the phrase than 
that it meant giving relief to the direct 
taxpayers. 


Mr. Mekeniua. 
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Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said 


that surely his hon friend knew that 
never before in the financial history of 
the country had a greater burden heen 
borne by direct taxpayers. 


Mr. McKENNA said that, of course, 
the direct taxation was mainly borne by 
the well-to-do classes, and indirect by the 
poorer taxpayers. It had been the 
boast of the Chancellor of the Exechequer 
that he had maintained the equality 
between direct and indirect taxation; 
but their complaint was that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had promised the 
Committee that at the earliest oppor- 
tunity he was going to relieve the direct 
taxpayers aud to reduce the income 
tax below Is. in the £. If the right 
hon. Gentleman reduced the income 
tax by 3d. or 6d. what equivalent of 
indirect taxation was he going to take 
off? The argument was plain and 
simple enough. Did the right hon. 
Gentleman mean to leave off the tax on 
corn, and flour, and sugar, and keep it on 
tea, tobacco, and beer? In 1900, when 
he laid additional duties on these articles, 
he said that he looked upon it as a tem- 
porary addition to the existing tayation 
—he hoped merely for the coming year. 
That wasto say, thatthe right lon. Gentle- 
man was so tender to the duties on 
tobacco and beer, that they were only 
to be imposed for one year; but when 
he came to sugar and bread he was con- 
tent to make the tax on them permanent. 
Accepting the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer’s own rule and principle, that the 
equality between direct and indirect 
taxation was to be maintained, when he 
to take off 3d. from the income 
tax, which had he chosen. ‘To ::bolish 
the duty on corn; or reduce the duty on 
tobacco, beer, and spirits ? 


came 


(10.28.) Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL 
said he thought that the mover of thie 
Amendment had great reason to congrati- 
late himself on the very important speech 
which he had elicited from the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. The right hon. Gentie- 
man had spoken of a matter which had 
been in everybody's mind during the last 


few weeks, and upon which there had 


been no very definite expression of opinion 
from 


from the Government, or 


in a position of authority ; and for iis 


anyone 
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art, he welcomed the statement which 
the right hon. Gentleman had made that 
evening. He thought we should make 
a very great mistake if we were to 
commit ourselves to an attitude of un- 
compromising hostility to the colonial 
proposals, before any of these proposals 
had been definitely made. We had no 
right to prejudice the question. The 
representatives of the Colonies were 
coming over to England at a moment 


when we were particularly glad to 
welcome them. They had come over 


with proposals which they had carefully 
and deeply considered, and we should 
give them a fair hearing. There was no 
doubt that, economically, in so far as we 
were to give the Colonies a preference in 
our markets, we should be taking the 
money out of our own pockets. But 
there were other things in the world 
besides money, and it was quite possible 
that the colonists might have something 
to give us which would be equivalent to 
the actual financial loss which we suffered. 
They might give us great military strength 
—50,000 or 60,000. of probably some of 
the finest fighting men in the world, and 
ie did not know how many more in the 
future. That was something to consider. 
He maintained that this was a question 
of balance between fiscal loss and senti- 
mental and actual strength. At any- 
rate, this question ought not to be met 
in this House in an intolerant and 
impatient spirit, before they heard the 
upon it by the colonial 
statesmen. The speech of the Chancellor 
f the Exchequer, while very important, 
was also very gloomy in parts. Hespoke 
i the increasing expenditure of the 
‘ountry, and apparently he assumed that 
nothing could be done to stop that up- 
ward tendency. It might be that next 
year the expenditure would still be on 
the up-grade, and that the efforts of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to keep 
down expenditure, would be no more 
successful then than in the past. But 
even so, a very large reduction in taxa- 
tion would certainly be possible. It was 
difficult to elicit from the figures exactly 
how far the present expenditure was in 
iront of our normal expenditure ; but it 
was incontrovertible that it was largely 
so. The point he wished to make, with 
the indulgence of the Committee, was 


discussions 


that when the time came for reducing 
the expenditure it would be on a peace 
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basis—they could not do it this year, but 
they could next year—then the reduction 
in taxation must not sériously disturb 
the equality now reached between direct 
and indirect taxation. He believed im- 
mensely in the advantage of being able 
to restrict the spending desires of both 
the masses and the classes by pointing 
out to them that they would have to 
bear a share in any increase of ex- 
penditure. From a financial point of 
view the first tax to be reduced should 
be the income tax; but if the income 
tax was reduced some indirect tax would 
have to be reduced also, in order that 
the equal proportion between direct and 
indirect taxation should be maintained. 
Representing, as he did, a manufactur- 
ing community he could say that they 
would never tolerate any alteration in 
the ratio of direct and indirect taxation 
which would be to the marked disad- 
vantage of the indirect taxpayer, and 
the marked advantage of the direct tax- 
payer. If they were to take off indirect 
taxation it might not be the corn tax, 
but the tax on sugar and beer. However, 
next year, when they would be in a 
position to consider anew the financial 
condition of the country, they might 
easily decide which would be the best 
indirect tax to relieve. If the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member were carried 
it would unduly limit the decision of the 
country. 


(10.35.) Sir EDWARD GREY (North- 
umberland, Berwick) said he quite agreed 
with hon. Members opposite, who seemed 
to be impressed with the view that the 
Amendment embraced a very small point. 
That was true, but the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had, on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, turned the Amendment into a 
very large question. He was not finding 
fault with the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer for having made so large a 
speech. He had listened to the state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman with 
much appreciation and some relie’, but 
it was absolutely necessary that those 
who felt strongly on this question should 
put on record their opinion on it. The 
right hon. Member for Oldham said that 
the House ought to reserve its opinion 
because the 


colonial representatives 


might put proposals be:ore this country. 
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Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILLI said he 
did not say this question; but on any 
particular proposals which might after- 
wards be brought before the House. 


Sin EDWARD GREY said that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Thanet had given it a larger acceptation. 
But that suggestion came too late. <A 
speech was made at Birmingham. the 
other day, which had made it necessary 
for those who had decided views on the 
question to express their opinion, and 
which had made it necessary for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to express 
his opinion. ‘There was another danger 
besides that of prejudicing the question. 
and that was the danger of loose talk 
over here misleading the colonial repre- 
sentatives before they arrived, and it 
was better that they should arrive as 
perfectly intormed as possible of what 
the opinion of this country really was— 
Sir Howarp Vincent: Hear, hear !} 
and it they formed an accurate judgment 
it might save disappointment afterwards. 
He had listened with astonishment to 
the speech of the right hon. Member for 
Thanet. to the lightness of heart, the 
Jevity with which he was prejared to 
abandon all our old system of economics 
through w hich our trade had been built 
up, as it he were tired ot the success of 
British trade, and wished to 
change. Was he really anxious to 
plunge into a new departure at this 
moment when trade was never so 
prosperous | His objection to the pro- 
posal of the Chancellor ot the Exchequer 
was that it Was a great new departure. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that he 
did not propose this tax with any idea 
of its being a new departure. The right 
hon. Gentleman might propose, but 
other people would dispose afterwards. 
‘The disposal would be some time or 
other in other hands, and it was certain 
to lead to other things which the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer did not, and 
never would, contemplate, but for which 
he was opening the door. This tax was 
doing something for the first time 
after many years under very different 
conditions. ‘The House was told that it 
was only the revival of an old tax, but 
t was not the same thing, leaving an 
old tax on the Statute-book from in- 
difference and reestablishing it years 


see a 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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afterwards, when the conditions were 
changed. ‘The conditions now were new, 
and our relations with the colonies were 
new. They were such as did not exist 
when this tax was imposed; and he wag 
glad that this was so. He was glad to 
welcome the growth of the colonies and 
their growing trade; but now they 
would say, ‘The conditions have 
changed, and you this year for the first 
time are establishing a differential duty 
in favour of the British producer against 
the colonial producer.” It was a duty 
against the colonial producer in favour 
of the British producer. This was the 
most serious aspect of the tax, and he 
did not see how we were to escape from 
the consequences of it. The colonies 
would plead with very great force that 
at this moment, aiter they had shown 
such courage and loyalty and devotion 
in helping us in a great war, after the 
assistance they had been proud to give 
and we had been proud to receive—this 
moment was chosen to establish a duty 
in favour of the British producer against 
the colonial producer. ‘The colonies had 
always had leanings towards differential 
duties, and had been looking for some- 
thing that would be a ‘ever in their 
hands with which to move British trade 
in the direction of their own productions. 
Hitherto they had had no tulerum for 
the lever, for we had always said, * Our 
system isa Free Trade system. It does 
not operate against you in any way, and 
we are not going to alter it.” Now they 
would get a fulcrum on which to rest 
thelever. If it was to lead toa Zollverein, 
which meant Free Trade within the Em- 
pire entirely, he admitted there would be 
some considerable compensation for other 
risks. But that was impossible. We 
could not have it, and the colonies could 
not have it. What was to become of the 
revenue duties of the colonies? They 
would be driven back to direct taxation. 
They would be obliged to maintain their 
revenue duties. They could never be in 
a position to dispense with them, and we 
could not object when we were saying 
that new revenue duties were necessary 
to ourselves. He knew the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had said that we should 
leave nothing undone to induce the 
colonies to reduce their duties, but he did 
not mean that that should be done by 


the establishment of differential duties 
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was absolutely certain, and that was that 


this country must pay increased prices 


for the whole of the food of the people 
and for the raw material. 

The hon. Member for Oldham had 
spoken of striking a balance between senti- 
mental and economical considerations, but 
the hazard and risk to which our great 
export trade was exposed was such as 
could not be measured by any possible 
balance. A few years hence, when some 
Chancellor of the Exehequer was in a 
position to reduce taxation, it would be 
found that the Government would be 
only too ready to suggest that in reducing 
taxation there should be a modification of 
this corn duty and that it should not be 
dispensed with altogether. How could 
they resist that argument? They would 
he told that they opposed the duty 
hecause it was a Protective duty, and 
how could they resist the modification of 
a Protective duty ? It would be argued 
that the moditication would have a 
tendency to reduce the price of the food 
of the people, and they would be asked 


how they could possible oppose a 
moditication which would reduce the 
price of the food of the people. 


Those were the arguments which would 
be brought to bear a few years hence. 
That was the difficulty in which they 
were placed. His objection to the tax 
was that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
thought he was doing a very little thing. 
That was his defence ; but they objected 
to the tax because it was not a little 
thing, and the speech of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that evening had in- 
creased his apprehension, because he 
turned a blind eye to the direction in 
which they were proceeding. Instead of 
doing a little thing, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was doing a big thing, so big 
that it became impossible to see what the 
consequences might be. Before the 
Colonial Conferences were over, how- 
ever, the right hon. Gentleman would 
begin to feel that the future situation 
was becoming increasingly difficult. Put- 
ting aside for the moment that the tax 
was a Protective duty, and also the 
argument as to whether it would increase 
the food of the people, which was a very 
serious argument, he maintained that the 
danger in the tax really lay, not so much 
in the present, as in what it was bound 
to lead to in the future. He believed it 
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would lead to a preferential tariff, and 
he objected to it, not because it was a 
small thing, but because it was a very 
much larger thing than the Government 
had any idea of themselves. 


*(10.48.) Str FREDERICK MILNER 
(Nottinghamshire, Bassetlaw) said the 
straightforward statement of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had been received with 
very general satisfaction on that side ot 
the House. The tax had, however, afforded 
hon. Gentlemen opposite an opportunity, 
for once in their lives, of having a taber- 
nacle in which they were able to meet 
in peace and unity on one subject at 
least, and it had also provided them with 
a cry on which to go to the country. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition waxed very eloquent on the 
subject some time ago, and tried to make 
out that this infinitesimal revenue duty 
would cost the working-classes three 
times the amount of the tax. There was 
one fact, however, with which hon. 
Gentlemen opposite did not attempt to 
deal, and that was that when this revenue 
duty was taken off, notwithstanding the 
fact that the price of corn at the same 
time went down 2s. the quarter, the price 
of the loaf did not sink, and there could 
be no possible reason why, when this 
infinitesimal duty was put on again, 
that the price of the loaf should rise. 
It was true that in certain places bakers 
had taken advantage of the tax in order 
to increase their profits. He himself had 
been in a few of these places, and he had 
given advice to the people, which, he was 
glad to say, had been adopted. He had 
advised them to bake their own bread. 
There was immediately immense lamenta- 
tion amongst the bakers, and he had been 
informed from two or three sources that 
the result was, not only to bring the 
bakers to their senses, but also to show 
the people that they could actually 
make their own bread at a less price 
than that originally charged by the bakers. 
He thought that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
find that the working-classes 
were too sharp and 
influenced by their perfervid eloquence. 


would 
shrewd to be 


| For himself he heartily rejoiced that the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer had showna 
firm attitude on the question, and that 
he had revived a very useful duty and 


‘expressed his intention of holding to it. 


H 
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Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen- 
shire, E.) said the Amendment before the 
House was simply whether the tax was 
to be an annual or a permanent tax. 
Personally, he hated the tax, and that 
in itself would be a sufficient reason why 
he should vote in favour of the Amend- 
ment. The argument which was just 
used by the hon. Baronet was one ot 
the most astonishing he had ever heard, 
because it was perfectly certain that in 
future a man would have to pay 5d. 
more for a ewt. of flour, and he would 
find that when that flour was baked 
into bread it would have cost him much 
more than 5d. than it did before. At 
present the tea tax and the income tax 
were annual taxes, and the reason why 
he would suggest to hon. Members 
opposite that they should vote for the 
Amendment was that it would leave the 
corn duty in exactly the same position 
as the income tax and the tea tax. The 
three could be discussed on the same 
footing next year, and if the income tax 
were reduced it would be possible at the 
same time to deal with the corn tax. 
Even hon. Members who believed in 
the Zollverein system should vote for 
the Amendment, because it would render 
it much more easy to deal with the 
subject next year if the tax were an 
annual tax. He himself believed that it 
was the most abominable tax that could 
possibly be imposed, because it would 
increase the price of bread, and the 
poorest families were the families who 
would have to pay most in hard cash 
for it. He would cordially support the 
Amendment. 


*(10.56.) Str JOHN BRUNNER 
(Cheshire, Northwich) said he entirely 
agreed with the arguments put forward 
by his hon. friend the Member for Berwick, 
that in this tax they were opening what 
was likely to be a new and probably a sad 
chapter in their fiscal history. Like his 
hon. friend he dreaded the consequences 
of the tax, and he was glad to have the 
earliest possible opportunity of voting 
against it that night asa protest. He 
should have other opportunities of pro- 
testing against it, and he would gladly 
avail himself of every one of them. He 
felt ashamed that the argument should 
be put forward so persistently and boldly 

Sir Frederick Milner. 
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that it was necessary to buy the con. 
tinuation of the attachment of the 
Colonies to the Mother Country. Up to 
the present they had given the Colonies 
no fiscal preference, yet, nevertheless, 


the Colonies had supported the 
Mother Country during the last 
three years in a fashion of which 


the Colonies were proud, and, as 
his hon. friend ¥had said, of which they 
also were proud. He did not think it 
necessary toZoffer any monetary advan- 
tages to {the Colonies, and he did not 
believe that the love of the Colonies for 
the Mother Country was simply cupboard 
love. He had rarely listened with such 
pleasure to any speech as that which had 
beendelivered by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Thanet Division. 
After many years, the right hon. Gentle- 
man felt himself entitled to declare that 
hon. Members on that side of the House 
were believers in old shibboleths and ex- 
ploded ideas. That was the very idea they 
had held about the right hon. Gentleman 
sincethey had had the pleasure of knowing 
him, and he congratulated the right hon. 
Gentleman on the joy he felt in making 
that statement. He would vote in favour 
of the Amendment because it would give 
him a further opportunity of declaring his 
opinion that the expenditure of the 
country was wasteful and improper. He 
believed that military expenditure was 
not expenditure for the strength of the 
Empire, but tended towards the weaken- 
ing of the Empire. It was because he 
wished to declare that the tax should not 
continue longer than a year and also 
because he desired a further opportunity 
foradvocating the reduction of expenditure 
that he would support his friend’s Amend- 
ment. 


sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Chester- 
le-Street) said he had listened to the speech 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer with 
very different feelings to the feelings of 
some of his hon. friends. He observed 
that one of his hon. friends said that he 
felt greatly relieved, indeed, at the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman, 
beeause he had declared himself in favour 
of Free Trade. His opinion was different 
to that of his hon. friend, and he confessed 
that he was rather in a difficulty to under- 
stand what was quite the right hon. 
Gentleman’s position in regard to Free 
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Trade. The right hon. Gentleman stated 


that he was thoroughly in favour of Free 
Trade with the Colonies. He himself 
was as strong a Free Trader as any 
Gentleman in the House, but he rather 
gathered from the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman that his idea of Free 
Trade with the Colonies was not quite 
consistent with that general Free Trade 
with the world which was advocated hy 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth. So far as he had 
been able to gather, the right hon. 
Gentleman would not be averse to in- 
creasing trade between the Colonies and 
the Mother Country by means of giving 
preferential tariffs to the Colonies. That 
created a great deal of uneasiness in his 
mind, because he could not help thinking 
that the right hon. Gentleman had been 
bitten with the views put forward so 
admirably and ably by the Secretary for 
the Colonies at Birmingham. It was a 
dangerous policy indeed to advocate so 
far as the general interests of the country 
were concerned. If they attempted to 
give preferential duties to the Colonies, 
they would create a strong ill-feeling 
in all their other customers in the 
different parts of the world, and he 
was afraid that it would create also 
serious retaliation on their part. Why 
should the Committee begin a system of 
could not tell 

It would lead 
to a complete break-up of the tariff 
with 


retaliation when they 
where it would lead to. 


system with various countries 
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which they had at present many im- 
portant treaties. He should like to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he had considered what effect such an 
arrangement would have on the most 
favoured nation clause. Supposing they 


gave preferential rates to the Colonies— 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is getting rather far trom the 
Amendment. 


Sirk JAMES JOICEY said that was not 
his intention, but he was dealing 
with points which had been brought 
forward by the right hon. Gentleman, 
and the right hon. Gentleman’s speech 
was of such a startling character that 
he thought he would be in order in 
dealing with it. He would, however, 
simply content himself with protesting 
against the tax which had been forced 
on the country; and when they con- 
sidered that the country had had no 
opportunity of expressing an opinion on 
it—it was a tax which he felt sure the 
supporters of the Government would 
not dare to broach during the last 
general election—he thought that was 
astrong argument for limiting the tax 
to a year. 


(11.3.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 173 ; 
Noes, 256. (Division List No. 210.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E) Burns, John 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 





Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allan. Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir Jobn 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 8. ) 
‘ampbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
‘awley, Frederick 

‘hanning, Franeis Allston 
‘ogan, Denis J. 

‘raig, Robert Hunter 

‘rean, Eugene 

‘remer, William Randal 
‘rombie, John William 

‘ross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Davies, M. Vanghan- (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A, (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 


H2 


Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans. SirFraneisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fenwick Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M, F j 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
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Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon 
Harwood, George 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, W illiam Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Joyce, Michel 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal. W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell. Dr. Mark A. 
Mae Neill, John Gordon Swift 
MeVeagh, Jeremiah 

M*Cann, James 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M Kenna, Reginald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
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Sir Wm. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agye-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augnstus H nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitz Roy 
Baia, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manehr. 
Baltour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds | 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (W indsor) | 


Batlinrst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | 


Seach, Re Hn Sir Michael Hic ks | 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
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Markham, Arthur Basil 
| Mather, William 
Mooney, John J. 


| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen | 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway, N. 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
' O'Brien, Kendal lip’era’'y,Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, R. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
QO’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading 
Partington, Oswald 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russel! 
Reckitt, Harold James 
| Redk ly, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


NOES. 


Brassey, Albert 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon, Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
| Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore'r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
| Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin — 
| Collinirs Rt. Hon. . 


Jesse 


| Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | 


| Colston, Chas, Edw. H. Athole 
| Compton, Lord Alwyne 

| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 

| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


(Saffron Walden) | 


Bill. 


Shipman, Dr. 
Sinclair, 
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John G. 
Jobn (Forfarshire) 
| Soames, Arthur (Wellesley) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt Hn.C. R( Northants 
| Stevenson, Francis S. 
| Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant. Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,£,) 
| Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Me thy? 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, Gower 
Thompson, Dr. EC\ Mon'ch'n.N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Chi arles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,Joln Lawson(Leeds.S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, E ugene(Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.} 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R. 
Whitley. J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond ( Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson. W.( Worcestersh. N. 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cubitr, Hon. Heary 
Dalkeith, Earl oi 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir Horatio D.(Chatham 
Dewar, f. R(T'rH mlets,S. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poyuder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, ¢ ‘oningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
| Egerton, _— A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Dou; glas 
| Faber, Eslund b. (Hants, W. 
| Faber, George Denison (Yor k) 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw: ard 
IK i ea Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 
| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
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Fisher, William Hayes , Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. Ropner, Colonel Robert 

Fison, Frederick W illiam | Long,Col. Charles W (Evesham | Round, James 

Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 

Flower, Ernest Lonsdale, John Brownlee Sadler, Col. Sar a Alene ee 

Forster, Henry William | Lowe, Francis William ; Same vs 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 

Gardner, Ernest Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 

Gartit, W illiam Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth | ( (os Sree rar 


Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East 
Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyn’sde 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 


Godson, SirAugustus Frederick Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Gordon, Hn.J E.(Elgin& Nairn) Mae vartney, Rt Hn W.G. Ellison 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml'ts | Maedona, John Cumming 
Gore,HnG. R.C Ormsby-(Salop | Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby- (Line.) | M* Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | M’Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim | Majendie, James A. 

Goulding, Edward Alfred Martio, Richard Biddulph 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry | Maxwell, W.JH(Dumtriessh’re 
Greene, Sir E.W. (Bry St. Ed. | Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Grenfell, William Henry Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederick G. Sturt. H H bev Napie 
Gretron, Jolin Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) art, on. Humpary Napier 
Hain, Edward Moon, Edward Robert Pacy | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. | More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) | Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Ox fd Uniy 








Hambro, Charles Eric | Morgan, D..J. (Walthamstow) | Thornton, Perey M 

Hanilton, RtHn. LordG (Mid’x | Morgan,Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. | Tollemache, Henry James 
Hainilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry Morrell, George Herbert Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm | Morrison, James Archibald Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Hardy, Laurence (K’nt,Ashfrd | Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptfrd) | Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute | Valentia. Viscount 

Heath, 5 es Howard( Hi: "4 Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Vincent,Col SirC. EH(Shettield 
Heath, James (Staftords, N.W. | Newdigate, Francis Alexander | ,,, : sooo 

Helder, Augustus | Nicholson, William Graham Walker, ( ol. W illiam Hall 
Higeinbottom, 8S. W. | Nicol, Donald Ninian Warde, Colonel ©. E. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens | arr, Augustus Frederick 
Hous, Lindsay Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay Wason,JolnCatheart(Orkney) 


Webb,Colonel William George 


op J. FS fh rig side | e be - S. G. 
Hope, J. F(Sheffield, Brightside | Pemberton, John Welhy, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 


Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry | Perey, Earl 


Hoult, Joseph Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard +a Sir Chas. G. E, (Notts. 
Houston, Robert Paterson | Platt-Higegins, Frederick Ventworth, Bruce C, Vernon- 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil | Plummer, Walter R. Willi Colonel R. (D 
Hudson, George Bickersteth | Powell, Suv Francis Sharp illiams, Colonel R. (Dorset)) 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York. E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H. (Yorks. 
| Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) | Pretyman, Ernest George 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Win. Lawies | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Eaward 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick | Purvis, Robert 

Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton | Randles, John S. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. | aankin, Sir James 

Keswick, William Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Knowles, Lees Ratelitf, R. F 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | Reid, James (Greenock) 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) | Remnant, James F wrquharson | 
Lawson, John Grant tenshaw, Charles bine 

Lee, Arthur H.(Hants,Fareh’m | Richards, Henry Charles 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) tidley, Hn. M.W (Stalybridge) 
Lege, Col. Hon. Heneage titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) | Sir William Walrond and 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | = Mr. Anstruther. 





(11.18.) Mr. KEARLEY said the object ; the oe was put from the Chair 
ofjthe Amendment he now desired to move | they learned a great deal more. ‘The 
was that duty should not be charged on | Resolution sneothened various articles, 
articles other than those mentioned in|and also stated that all farinaceous 
the Schedule, and also to ascertain | articles used for food came within the 
exactly from the Chancellor of the Ex-| purview of the tax. That appeared to 
chequer where they were, and on what | be understood by everyone, but when 
principle they were proceeding, if there | they came to consider the duties levied 
was any principle at all, in levying the | by the Customs, they were utterly un- 
duty. When the Bill was introduced | able to find out where they were, and 
they were given to understand it was refore, it was that he was endeavour- 
merely the reimposition of the registra- | ing to elicit from the Chancellor of the 
tion duty on corn and flour ; but when! Exchequer on what principle he was 
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proceeding, and what articles were to 
becharged. In the first place, he would 
point out that the duties were being 
levied altogether contrary to the prin- 
ciple laid down in the Resolution. 


Duties had been levied on articles not | 


starchy, and, indeed, not food at all, 
whereas, although the Resolution stated 
that starchy food substances would be 
taxed, many articles were excluded 
which were essentially starchy food 
substances. Take the case of locust 
beans. They had nothing in common 
with ordinary beans, except the 
name. They were the pods of a plant, and 
although they contained no starch, they 
were full of sugar and nothing else. He 
asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
how he could justify a duty being 
levied on such an article, which was 
neither a food nor astarch. Then there 
was an article called dextrine. It was 
perfectly true that it was a product of 
starch, but it would be equally true to 
say that whiskey was made from starch. 
It was not a tood, and should be no 
more included in the Bill, than whiskey. 
It the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
proceeded on the hypothesis that all 
products of dutiable articles should be 
taxed, then why did they not tax 
carbolic acid and the colours made from 
coal tar. He ought to be consistent, 
and tax the by-products of coal. Then, 
again, would anyone contend for a 
moment that potatoes were not largely 
composed of starch. Why did not the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer propose a 
duty on potatoes? It was suggested 
that potatoes were not imported, but 
that was not the case because last year 
seven million ewts. were imported. 
There was another article which ought 
to come within the purview ot the 
Resolution, and that was pepper, which 
contained as much as 60 per cent. o! 
starch. Why had not the right hon. 
Gentleman included that, which was an 
article which was very largely imported. 
Again, ginger contained from 65 per 
cent. to 75 per cent. of starch, and was, 
therefore, a starchy food and ought to 
be included, if the tax were to be levied 
on any principle. Some hon. CGentle- 
men might say that it was nonsense to 
talk about taxing ginger and pepper as 
food, but he based himself on the legal 
Mr, Kearley, 
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definition of food which was included in 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act of 1899, 
There was great difficulty in the way of 
prosecuting persons for adulteration, 
because up to then there had been no 
legal definition of food, and Section 26 
of that Act stated that the expression 
**food ’ should include every article used 
for food or drink by man, other than 
drugs and water or any article used in 
the preparation of food. That made it 
perfectly clear that ginger and pepper 
came within the purview of the Act, if 
the Resolution meant anything at all. 
The Customs had made out a list of 
fifty-two articles, and he thought they 
should all be enumerated in the Bill before 
they proceeded to discuss the Schedule. 
Last year, when the sugar duty was before 
the Committee, it was impossible to 
ascertain all the ramifications of the 
duty, but the experience of last year had 
been an advantage to the Customs, and 
they had ascertained very quickly to 
how many articles the duty applied. 
His object was to have inserted in the 
Schedule all the articles taxed, and also 
to obtain from the Chancelior of the 
Exchequer some explanation as to the 
principle on which he was _ pro- 
ceeding, in order that they might 
know the full extent of their liability in 
connection with the tax. 


Amendment proposed— 


after the word 
words | 


‘In page 1, line 18, 
“Schedule, to insert the 
other.” “"—(Mr. Kearley.) 


“and no 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*(11.30.) Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It 
is perfectly clear that the words which 
the hon. Member proposes to insert can 
have no operation at all, and I cannot 
assent to theirinsertion. Nothing ean be 
taxed except the articles named in the 
Schedule. The hon. Member suggested 
that articles are being taxed which are 
not named in the Schedule. I deny that 
that is so. Several articles have more 
than one name. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Would the right 


hon. Gentleman take the case of millet ! 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Millet is 
not taxed. The hon. Member may take 


my word for it, that it is not. The first 
list, issued, I think, somewhat hurriedly, 
hy the Customs was incorrect, and a num- 
ber of names were quite unnecessarily 
included. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Will the right hon. 


(entleman say if varine is being taxed ? 


*Si M. HICKS BEACH: J do not 
know; I never heard of it before. The 


hon. Gentleman asked me what was the 
hasis of our proposal. The basis of our 
proposal is the old registration duty which 
applied to a certain number of articles 
which he will tind set out in the old Act. 
That list has been practically copied into 
the new Schedule, with one or two 


omissions. 


Mr. KEARLEY : Was rice included in 
the old Act ? 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH : Oh, no, Sir. 
The hon. Gentleman asked me why I did 
not tax this, that, or the other article, but 
I think I have included a sutticient num- 
her of articles to carry out the principle 
fully. Lf, however, the hon, Member will 
communicate with me with reference to 
any article which he says ought to be 
taxed, and is not included in the Schedule, 
| will he prepared to consider it. 


sin’ WILLIAM HARCOURT: ] 
understand that there is a list exhibited 
at the Customs House. 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH: That is with- 


drawn. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is it 
understood then that the list now at the 
Customs House does not go beyond the 
Schedule ? I understood there was a list 
at the Customs House greatly in exten- 
sion of the Schedule of the Bill. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It was an 
extension caused by naming articles 
separately which really ought to be in- 
cluded under one term. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
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the ban of the Customs a great number of 
articles not meddled with by the Customs 
before. One of the great reforms which 
took place in our finance was the diminu- 
tion of the number of articles which were 
taxed by the Customs ; but now these two 
apparently single taxes on sugar and corn 
involve an addition to the articles sub- 
ject to taxation, amounting to several 
score. I understand that the number of 
articles which will be subjected to the 
annoyance, the trouble, and the hindrance 
to trade, of a Customs duty in respect of 
sugar and corn amount to seventy odd. 
What we really wish is a clear under- 
standing that there shall be no Customs 
list interfering with the trade of this 
country in regard to any articles except 
those mentioned in the Schedule. If that 
is clearly understood, the evil of which 
complaint is made will be to some extent 
diminished, 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON could not 
understand why there had been so much 
mystery in regard to the articles to be 
scheduled. Those who took an interest 
in the matter had had the utmost difti- 
culty in getting the list. The Cancellor 
ot the Exchequer promised a Return, but 
that Return, when granted, was very inade- 
quate, and one was forced to the conelu- 
sion that for some reason it was desired 
to prevent the Committee knowing the 
full details of what the tax would lead 
to. He desired to know what the right 


-hon. Gentleman proposed to do in reter- 


ence to the preparations referred to. 


*Sirm M. HICKS BEACH: Under the 


ordinary law, quite apart from the 


| Schedule, preparations containing dutiable 


One 


articles are liable to so much of the duty 
as would be properly leviable on the 
amount of the article contained therein. 
That was the case in regard to sugar last 
year. For instance, preparations contain- 
ing sugar are taxed to the extent of the 
sugar in them. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
answer of the right hon. Gentleman 
showed how great the mischief of this 
proposal was. At any moment, fresh 
articles might be discovered in the manu- 
facture of which flour was used, and 


of the great evils of this tax is that | instead of fifty, sixty, or seventy articles 
it necessitates putting, as it were, under } being added to the list, the number might 
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run to hundreds. Each article contain- 
ing any of the substances named in the 
Schedule would have to be examined to 
find out how much of it was taxable, and 
it was impossible to conceive anything 


which would cause greater injury to 
trade. The reply of the right hon. 


Gentleman had shown the proposal to be 
a great deal worse than he had ever sup- 
posed it to be. 


*Smr_ M. HICKS BEACH did not 
think the inconvenience would be very 
great. There had been no difficulty in 
regard to the sugar duty. 


Mr. KEARLEY asked) why such 
articles as semolina, macaroni, and vermi- 
celli should not be enumerated. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 


come under flour. 


Those all 


Mr. KEARLEY urged that the trader 
ought not to be exposed to the incon- 
venience of finding fresh articles added 
week after week at the caprice of the 
Customs. There had now been ample 
opportunities for ascertaining the articles 
that were chargeable, and those that 
were not, and the present Customs list 
might very well be put in the Schedule. 
If the tax was to come up for reconsider- 
ation next vear, there would not be so 
much to be said for this course being 
adopted, hut seeing that the matter was 
about to be dealt with once for all, it 
was a most reasonable request that the 
articles which were well known should 
be put in the Schedule of the Bill. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. LAMBERT asked whether feeding | 


beans or maize 
bear a share of 


cake containing locust 
meal, would have to 
the tax. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 


tained maize meal, yes. 


If it con- 


Mr. LAMBERT: And locust beans ? 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH : We cannot 
discuss the Schedule now, but as regards 
locust beans and some other minor articles, 
I shall be perfectly ready to consider 
them later on. 


Mr.SYDNEY BUXTON asked whether, 
under those circumstances, before they 
reached the Schedule, the right hon. 
William Harcourt, 


Sir 
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Gentleman would — seriously consider 
whether, from the point of view of the 
trader, it would not be better to have 
all these items specifically mentioned, 
No dispute could then possibly arise. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH was _ under- 
stood to say that he would consider the 
point. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 


(11.55.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, 
N.) moved to omit the words “or Ire- 
land” The tax was one which would fall 
with special heaviness upon Treland, as it 
would tax not only the food of the 
people, but also an industry which was 
largely in the hands of the smaller farmers 
of the country. The right hon. Gentle- 
man could hardly have realised the peculiar 
weight with which the tax would fall 
upon [reland, as compared with England 
or Scotland. It was difficult tu get 
figures showing approximately how the 
burden would fall, but according to taxa- 
tion returns prepared by a very competent 
authority, with regard to County Kerry, 
it was estimated that on that one county 
alone the tax would fall to the extent 
of £27,000 or £28,000, of which sum 
about £10,800 would be on the tood 
of the people in the shape of flour, and 
the balance upon their cattle-feeding 
industry Unfortunately, owing to the 
poverty of the people of Ireland, maize 
or Indian meal was largely used as a 
food, so that the maize tax would affect 
the poorest of the poor. The matter 
was the more serious in the present 
year because the potato crop prospects 
were of the gloomiest possible character. 
On the basis of the figures he had given 
for County Kerry, he estimated that the 
burden of new taxation on the whole of 
Ireland would amount to £500,000 or 
£600,000. As that country was already 
over-taxed, such a prospect could not be 
regarded with anything like equanimity. 
If it was admitted that the tax on 
wheat or flour would fall heavily on 
the artizan classes of this country, 
who were comparatively prosperous, he 


thought a very strong case would have 


heen made out for the exemption of 
Ireland, where the bulk of the peasantry, 
especially in a bad year, had to exist 
almost exclusively on Indian meal. If 
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the Chancellor of the Exchequer could 
not undertake to exempt Ireland as 
regarded fiour and wheat, he might as 
far as maize was concerned. ‘The 
Customs difficulty could easily be got 
over, because by far the greater quantity 
of maize was imported direct to the 
parts in the ships’ bottoms. The small 
peasant farmer had to compete with 
the Dane. No tax was imposed on 
ofals in Denmark, and the com- 
petition which was already very keen, 
would be much more severe if this 
tax were imposed. He hoped that 
before the Report stage was reached 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
reconsider the matter with a view to 
relieving Ireland from some portion of 
the burden. 


Amendment proposed— 


In page 1, line 19, to leave out the words 
“or Treland.”—(Ur. Flynn.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘‘That the words 
‘or [reland’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that 
the hon. Member would probably 
see, On consideration, that he could 


not possibly accept this Amendment. 
It would necessitate the  establish- 
ment of separate custom houses, and 
that would be a system which would 
be injurious both to Ireland and to 
England. This matter could be most 
conveniently discussed on the Schedule. 
when they came to the particular article 
to which the hon. Member had referred. 
The hon. Member had not laid much 
stress upon wheat, and with regard to 
maize there was probably a larger con 
sumption in Ireland than in England. 
But, as ke had said, that was a matter 
which ought to be discussed when they 
came to the article in the Schedule. 
He was bound to say, however, that 
maize competed so largely with wheat 
that it would be very difficult to differ- 
entiate between maize and wheat in the 
amount of duty. He understood from a 
recent speech of the hon. Member for 
Waterford that hon. Gentlemen from 
Ireland desired something in the nature 
of a Protective duty for agricultural pro- 
ducts. If the effect of this proposed 
duty was to raise the price of corn in 
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Ireland, that would, to some extent, be 
what they desired. But he did not be- 
lieve it would be found that the duty 
would have that effect. There was an 
enormous surplus of maize in America, 
and that surplus had to come to this 
country, because other countries had 
considerable duties which prevented it 
from going there. Therefore, except 
under very exceptional circumstances, 
he did not think that a duty of Is. a 
quarter would have any serious effect 
on the price of maize. However, he 
did not desire to argue the question at 
the present stage; that could be better 
done on the Schedule, and he hoped 
the hon. Member would not press the 
Amendment. 


(12.10) Mr. DILLON desired to draw 
attention to the peculiar hardship and 
injustice of this particular tax which was 
primarily levied for the expenses of the 
war, but was now to be taken as a part 
of the permanent financial system oi the 
country. The poorer the taxpayer. the 
more heavily would the tax press. He 
represented a district in lreland where 
a great numver of the people through- 
out long periods of the year could not 
afford to eat bread at all. He had seen 
them, in their own homes, eating potatoes 
and salt, and he remembered years 
when they had to subsist on Indian 
meal. It was monstrous and cruel o 
such a rich Empire to throw on thes: 
people any portion of the burden of 
the war for which they certainly had 
no responsibility, and from which they 
would reap no benefit whatever. There 
was no doubt that Free Trade had been 
the ruin of Ireland. The complaint of 
the Irish Members was that England 
had always carried on her fiscal system 
with a view to her own interests, and 
an utter disregard of those of Ireland. 
He was no bigot in the matter of Free 


Trade. He had seen America and 
Australia grow prosperous under a 


system of Protection as they could not 
have done under a system of Free Trade, 
but that was because they had suited 
their system to their circumstances. 
England, at a certain period of her 
history, embraced the principles of Free 


Trade, because enlightened men said 


that system would lead her in the path 
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of prosperity and wealth. fAnd so it 
did, to an extent unparalleled in the 
history of the world. Free Trade literally 
deluged England with prosperity and 
money, but at the time England adopted 
Free Trade she struck down Ireland as 
an agricultural country, having pre- 
viously robbed her of fer manufactures 
and her industries hy the laws directed 
against them. Today along the whole 
western and southern portion of Lreland 
ruin and misery and desolation were 
to be found where once flourished the 
mills and granaries and stores through 
which the products of Irish tillage 
were sent to the markets of the world. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer appeared 
to be under the impression that maize 
could be grown in lreland, and he said 
that the Lrish wanted Proteetion. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he could 
have made himself clear. He did not, of 
course, suppose that maize could be grown 
in Ireland. All he meant was that if 
the tax raised the price of maize then 
pro tanto it would encourage the growing 
of corn in Treland. 


Mr. DILLON asked if anything could 
be more absurd than that? Indian meal 
was simply used by the people there 
because it was the very cheapest. Used 
in the way the people ate it in 
Ireland, it was food upon which no 
Christian people should be obliged to 
depend for an existence. The tax was 
simply another drop in the cup of misery 
of these poor people. But if the Govern- 
ment proposed a really substantial task it 
might be that the Irish members 
although he would be sorry that it should 
would feel themselves obliged to 
support it in order to lighten the intoler- 
able burden which at present lay upon 
the people in Ireland, driving them out of 
the country because all prospect or future 
for them at home had been absolutely 
ruined. But so long as they had land- 
lords in Lreland, every single shilling of a 
really Protective duty would pass into 


be sO 


their pockets, and he had no idea of 
encouraging any Protective measure which 
would have the result of raising the rents 
in Ireland and putting money in the 
landlords’ pockets. It must however be 


Mr. Dillon. 
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understood that the Irish Party held 
themselves perfectly free to consider what 
their action should be in the event of the 
Chancellor ofthe Exchequer being dragged 
along unwillingly, and against his own 
better judgment, into extravagant pro- 
posals and new experiments in taxation. 
If justification were needed or the 
claim of the Irish people to manage 
their own affairs, it was supplied by 
the history of the taxation ot Ireland 
and the cruel, thoughtless, and remorse- 
less way in which the people of England 
had fitted their financial system to their 
own needs and commercial requirements, 
without the slightest regard for the way 
in which that system would affect the 
circumstances of Ireland. The action 
of the Government in proposing the 
present tax was simply in accord with 
that old and_ invariable _ practice. 
Ireland’s experience of her partnership 
with Great Britain was that as long 
as she was tied to the Union no regard 
whatever was taken of the ruin which 
England’s fiscal system entailed on the 
lrish people, and he was convinced that 
the longer the partnership existed the 
poorer would the people grow. 


Mr. FLYNN said the remarks of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
filled him with alarm. If in addition 
to a bad harvest, which seemed all too 
probable, they were to have this tax 
on the top of the high price of maize, 
the figures he had given of the serious 
nature of the burden would be greatly 
under estimated. The tax on wheat 
would not cause any additional cultiva- 
tion in Ireland, so that, while having 
to bear all the loss of the additional 
price of flour and of the enormous 
quantity of maize—used both for human 
food and in the industry of poultry 
feeding and so on—they could get no 
advantage whatever. It was useless to 
say that this matter could be discussed 
on the Schedule. 
be pinned down to one particular point, 
and a full discussion would be impossible. 


Members would then 


He therefore moved to report progress, 
in order that the question could be 
fully considered at a reasonable hour 
of the evening. 








of 
had 
‘ion 
too 
tax 
ize, 
ous 
tly 
1eat 
iva- 
ing 
nal 
pOUS 
nan 
Itry 

no 
; to 
sed 
hen 
int, 
ble. 
€SS, 

be 


our 






could best be 





917 Finance 


Motion moved and Question proposed, 
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feeding stuffs in England, were not 


“That the Chairman do Teport_ progress | taxed, so that from that point of view 


and ask leave to sit again.”—(Mr. Flynn.) | 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he would | 
not resist the Motion except for one | 
The hon. Member had made | 
a suggestion to which he could not | 
that a tax which | the total exemption of Ireland from this 


reason. 


possibly agree, viz., 
was to be levied in Great Britain should 
not also be levied in Ireland. If the 
hon. Member would now take a 
disvision on this Amendment and 


resume the debate on the Question | 


“That clause 1 stand part of the Bill,” 


of view he could equally well discuss 
the matter he desired to raise, and the 
Committee would, at any rate. have 
made some progress. 


Mr. T. W. 


The real question they ought 
and that 


the tax. 
to consider was as to maize, 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
remember that maize was the food of a 
large number of the poorest of the poor in 


Ireland, and also that, so far as it could | 
be classed as a feeding stuff, linseed and 


cotton seed cake, which were the principal 


done on the Schedule. | 


‘also, this was an unjust tax upon Ireland. 
He was prepared to resist the inclusion 
of maize as strongly as possible, when 
they came tothe Schedule, but he did 
not think hon. Members would carry 
the Committee with them in asking for 


tax. He agreed with every word of the 


/hon. Member for East Mayo as to the 


injurious effect of Free Trade upon 
Ireland, but for the reasons he had 
given he thought it would be better to 


_join issue on the question of maize. 
he would find that from the Irish point | 


Mr. DILLON suggested ‘that ¢ the 


| Motion should be withdrawn. although 
'he agreed that the Irish question could 
not be properly fought on the Schedule. 


RUSSELL did not think it | 


possible wholly to exempt Ireland from | 


Motion by leave withdrawn. 


(12.38.) Question put, ‘ That the words 
‘or Ireland’ stand part of the Clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 153; 
Noes 54. (Division List No. 211.) 


AYES. 


\cland-Hood oe SirAlex.F. 
Ave-Gardner, James Tynte 
Avnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,CharlesP(Gloue. Stroud | | Cecil, 
Arkwright, 
Pere mei ay Hugh ©. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, ‘apt. Josce sJineFitzRoy 


r ‘avendish, V.C 


Balearres, Lord | ¢ ‘ollings, Rt. Hon. 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | © 

Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds | Compton, Lord 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. | Corbett, T. L. 
Banbury, Frederick George — | ¢ 


Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
jond, Edward 

hoscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brassey, Albert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John =| Dunn, Sir William 
Brymer, William Ernest 


Carson, Kt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 


| Cecil, E velyn (Aston Manor) 
Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
John Stanhope | Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wor’e. 
| Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Clive, Capt. Perey A, 


olomb,SirJohnt ‘harles Ready 


(Down, North) 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Beach, RtHn.SirMichael Hicks | Cross,Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Duke, Henry Edward 


| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
| Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fison, Frederick William 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gore, HnG. B.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- (Line. 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Green, Walford D.(Wedn’sbury 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


. W( Derbyshire 


Jesse 


Alwyne 


| 

| 

| 

| Hainbro, Charles Erie 

| Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG. (Middx 
| Hamilton, Mary.of( L’ndnderry 
| Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
| Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
| Heath, James (Statfords. N. W. 
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Helder, Augustus Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. | Round, James 

Hogg, Lindsay Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh, ! Russell, T. W. 

Hope, <4 F. (Sheffield, Brightside | Milner, RtHon.SirFrederickG. Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Hoult, Joseph Molesworth, Sir Lewis Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Howard,Jolhn(Kent,Favershm | More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) | Smith, "Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil _Morgan,DavidJ.(W’lth’mstow | Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) Morgan, Hn Fred.(Monm’thsh. _ Smith, ‘Jamesi ’arker(Lanarks.) 
Jetireys, Arthur Frderick Morrell, George Herbert Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
eg “male ear Murray, RtHnA. Graham Bute Stirling: Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Keswick, William Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Lawreice, Win. F. (Liverpool) | Nicol, ‘Donald Ninian Talbot,Rt. Hn..J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Lawson, John Grant Norman, Henry Thomas,J A(Glamorg’n,Gower 
Layland-Barratt, Francis ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens Thornton, Perey M 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley — Win. Edw. Murray 
Legve, Col. Hon, Heneage Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard | Valentia, Viscount 
Leigh-Bennett, —~ Currie Pirie, Duncan V. Vineent,Col.SirC EH(Shettield 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. Plummer, Walter R. Walker, Col. William Hall 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol.S.  Pretyman, Ernest George Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Lucas, Col. Franeis (Lowestoft) Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth Purvis, Robert White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred Randles, Jolin S. Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Macé ona, John Cumming Ratelitf, R. F. Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B, Stuart- 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) Kea, Russell 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) Reid, James (Greenock) 
M‘Crae, ony Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Majendie, James A. H. Ritchie, RtHon. Chas. Thomson Sir William Walrond and 
Manners, Lord Cecil Robertson, Herbert (Hackney Mr. Anstruther. 
Martin, Riehard Biddulph Roe, Sir Thomas 

NOES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) ; Priestley, Arthur 


Rarrv, E. (Cork, 8. Leamy, Edmund | Reddy, M. 
Boland, John Leigh, Sir Joseph | Redmond, Jolin E.( Waterford) 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, Jehn Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


Caldwell, James Levy, Maurice 
Channing, Francis Allston | Lundon, W. 
Couan, Dennis J. MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


Crean, Engene MacVeagh, Jeremiah Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Delany. William M‘Hugh, Patrick A. | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Markham, Arthur Basil | Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Doogan. P. C. Morley, Charley (Breconshire) | Sullivan, Donal 

Elibank, Master of Nannetti, Joseph P. Thomas, David Alfred(Merthy1 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Thompson,DrEC (Monagh’n,N 


Dillon, John 


Ffrench, Peter | O'Brien, Ke > il(TipperaryMid | Toulmin, George 

Fienn, James Christopher O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Gilhooly, James Oe sont alee” icklow, W. 

Hammond, John (Y Donnell, 'T. (XNerry, W.) | 

Hayden, John Patrick | O'Malley, rainy gl | TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | O'Shauginessy, P. . | Mr. Patrick O'Brien and 
Heime, Norval Watson | Partington, Osw: la Mr. Haviland-Burke. 
Joyee, Michael Power, Patrick Joseph | 


Question proposed “That Clause 1 LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMEND- 
stand part of the Bill.” MENT (No. 2) BILL, 


Committee report Progress: to sit Read a second time and committed for 


again Tomorrow. Wednesday. 
TEACHERS OF MUSIC (REGISTRATION) 
BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and Adjourned at five minutes before 


discharged ; Bill withdrawn. One o'clock, 
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291 Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 10th June, 1902. 


EARL OF SHEFFIELD. 

Report made from the Lord Chancellor 
that the right of Henry North Holroyd 
Earl of Sheffield to vote at the elections 
of Representative Peers for Ireland has 
been established to the satisfaction of the 
Lord Chancellor : read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Meml 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
> House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
~ had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
- from the Examiners that the further 
- Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with— 


the 


= City of London (Streets). 


= Also the Certificate that the Standing 
_ Orders have not been complied with in 
respect of the Petition for additional 
> Provision in the following Bill 
Ystradfellte Water [H.L. }. 
: The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Report from, that the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the follow- 


: ing Bills 


Halifax Corporation, 
~ Metropolitan District Railway, 
~ ought to be dispensed with, and the Bills 
allowed to proceed. 


Read, and agreed to. 


ERDINGTON TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments. 


GREAT NORTHERN AND STRAND 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
vith Amendments. 


ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 
FURNESS RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment. 
VOL. CLX. [PounwH Sonics. | 


{10 JunE 1902} 


Business. 222 


BIRMINGHAM AND MIDLAND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [H.1.], 

SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL, 
BELFAST CORPORATION BILL, 
BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION BILL, 
EXETER AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
BILL [u.1.}. 

Reported, with Amendments. 


NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 
(KINGSTON-UPON-HULL) BILL [#.1. }. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed further 
with the Bill; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL, 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (VARIOUS 
POWERS) BILL, 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL, 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL, 
NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 

Read 2", and committed. The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 
Read 2", and committed. 


NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 


BILL [u.1.], 


VALLEYS 
BILL [u.1.], 
WHITSTABLE IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [u.1. |, 


ROSSENDALE TRAMWAYS 


CONSETT WATER BILL [u.1.]. 
Read 3", and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER 


BILL, 
DARTFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Read 3", with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 
l*; and referred to the Examiners. 


I 








223 Prevention of 


ASHTON - UNDER-LYNE AND DUKIN.- | 


FIELD CORPORATIONS (ALMA 


BRIDGE, ETC.) BILL [1.1.], 
NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD 
WATER BILL [1.1.], 
SWINDON UNITED GAS BILL [it .}. 

Returned from the Commons, agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


LIMPSFIELD AND OXTED WATER 
BILL, 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BULL (1.1. ), 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No 1.) 
BILL [u.1.]}. 


Read 3* (according to order), 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


and 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MERCANTILE MARINE—SIGHT TESTS. 

Report on the sight tests used in the 
mercantile marine, for the year ended 
31st December, 1901. (In continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper |Code 632.)). 


PUBLIC RECORDS. 
Sixty-third Annual Report of the 
Deputy-Keeper of the Public Records. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) 
AMENDMENT BILL [u.1.}, 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without further Amendment: 
the Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the whole House to be 
received on Thursday next. 


WILD BIRDS PROTECTION ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL [4.1.}. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without Amendment, and to be 
read 3* on Thursday next. 


{LORDS} 





Corruption Bill. 294 


VREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 

*EaRL GRiLY: My Lords, with the 
permission of your Lordships I desire to 
ask the noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack whether it is his in- 
tention to re-introduce the Prevention 
of Corruption Bill. If it is his in. 
tention to re-introduce it I earnestly 
hope that the Government will use 
every means in their power to secure the 
passage of the measure this 
My excus: for pressing the matter is that 
I have been requested by the Co-operative 
Union, which is a voluntary union of 
about 1,500 separate societies, with 
1,700,000 registered members, to impress 
on your Lordships and His Majesty's 
Government the importance of dealing 
with this question without delay. At 
the Co-operative Congress recently held 
at Exeter an almost unanimous resolution 
of regret was passed that no progress 
had been made in this direction. | am 
convinced that in the interests of honest 
trade, and in the interests of individual 
workmen and of every private soldier, 
the endeavour to obtain trade by offering 
secret commissions should be constituted 
a criminal offence, and should be punished 
by imprisonment. As those of your 
Lordships who are conversant with the 
co-operative system are aware, although 
the 1,500 societies are affiliated with a 
central organisation which is able to buy 
for them the articles they require on the 
most advantageous terms—namely, in 
large quantities on the basis of a ready 
money payment, the movement is s0 
constituted that each society is an 
independent unit, and has the fullest 
freedom t» purchase the articles it requires 
for its members from any quarter it likes. 
Without admitting that the standard of 
trade morality is lower in co-operative 
movement than outside—and I contend 
that it is hgher—it must be obvious that 
the freedom of co-operative societies to buy 
where they please exposes them at times 
to the temptation of placing their orders 
with firms which offer secret commissions. 
It is well known that where secret com- 
missions are given an honest trader has 
no chance in competition with an un 
scrupulous rival. It is well known, also, 
that the Government rations of bread 
and meat served out to the soldier are 
not sufficient for nourishment, and that 


session, 





_it is absolutely necessary for the soldier 
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225 Unopposed Private 
to supplement them by the purchase of 
other eatables which he can only obtain 
through the dry canteen, to which he is 
limited. It is essential that every possib e 
precaution should be taken that the 
soldier should get the best article that 
money can buy, and that he should in no 
case be handed over to thetender mercies 
of the trader who obtains entrance to the 
canteen through the dishonesty of secret 
commissions. It is becaue I am 
persuaded that the system of bribes 
and commissions obtains very largely 
in English trade that I venture to press 
upon the noble Lord on the Woolsack 
the importance of re-introducing his 
Bill without delay and of passing it into 
law as quickly as possible. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: I do not 
understand on what my noble friend 
rests his assumption that the sergeant of 
a dry canteen gets secret commissions. 
| was president for some little time of 
the Rifle Brigade canteen at Gibraltar, 
and I believe nothing of the sort took 
place there. As to the private soldier 
supplementing his rations, as far as I am 
aware the soldier is not obliged to go 
only to the military canteen, as my noble 
friend has suggested. 


*EaRL GREY: [I am quite sure that 
the noble Lord took every possible 
precaution against this practice. I do 
not wish to state more than this, that it 
is the fact that certain traders find it 
difficult to get Army canteen business, 
and attribute that difficulty to the fact 
that they offer no commissions. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): I was not aware that the 
question of the soldier's position was 
likely to arise, and your Lordships will 
not expect me to enter into the 
controversy between the two Lords. 
[ will cheerfully answer the particular 
question put to me; _ certainly do 
intend to re-introduce the Bill, and I 
hope it may receive suflicient encourage- 
ment in another place so that it may 
become law. I cannot help saying 
that, looking to what is going on in 
another place, | cannot with great 
confidence assert that it will become 
law. Your Lordships have already 
appreciated the value of such an altera- 


{10 JUNE 1902} 


Bill: Business. 


tion as this Bill recommends, and [ 
have no doubt that you would again 
re-aflirm the principle it is intended to 
establish, When we have done all 
that, however, I am afraid we must 
leave it to the other House, if it pleases 
them, to spare time to consider so 
important and serious a matter. I will 
do all that I can to forward the progress 
of the Bill through that other place. 
The delay in  re-introducing it is 
intentional; | am not certain that it 
is desirable to send Bills very rapidly 
to the other House after the session 
has commenced, as there is a greater 
chance of their being considered a little 
later in the session. I am not sure 
that it is altogether consistent with 
the dignity of this House, or with the 
belief in its efficiency, that vear after 
year Bills should be introduced and 
sent to the other place of which no 
notice at all is taken afterwards, as if 
the matter were of no importance. 


226 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Five o'clock, to 
Thursday next, _ half-past 
Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 10th June, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. : 

Leicester Corporation Bill | Lords]. 


Margate Corporation Water Bill 
| Lords}. 
Wrexham District Tramways Bill 


| Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time. 


I 2 
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Unopposed Private 
LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
(GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 


the third time. 


FINCHLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL (CHANGED FROM “ FINCHLEY 
IMPROVEMENT BILL”) [By ORDER}. 

As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (TRELAND) 
PROVISLONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment | Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISION AL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment {Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bll to be read the third time tomorrow. 
LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BLLL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 


visional Orders confirmed] ; 


teport to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
tomorrow. 


{COMMONS} 


' 





Bill Business. 298 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 


visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
tomorrow. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 

visional Order confirmed]; Report to 


lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed}; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill. as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 
PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill to be 


morrow. 


read the third time to- 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BLLL. 
Reported, with Amendments {Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 
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999 Messsage from 
LONGWOOD GAS BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
t0 lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RENFREW HARBOUR BILL [Lorps}. 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 

Mr. Compton Rickelt reported from 
the Committee on Group 8 of Rail- 
way Bills; That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
until Thursday next, at Eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lorps}. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the ‘Table, and to be printed. 


BUXTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL [Lorps}. 
Reported, with Amendments [Costs 
awarded]; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 
Keported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 9), 

Mr. Tatvon EGERTON reported from 
the Committee on Group 9 of Rail- 
way Bills: That the parties opposing 
the Medway and ‘Thames Canal Bill 
{Lords} had stated that the evidence ot 
Mr. Thomas Lake Aveling, of Boley Hill 
House, Rochester, and Mr. H. Shoosmith, 
of Erith Shipway, Erith, Kent, was 
essential to their case: and it having 
been proved that their attendance could 
not be procured without the interven- 
tion of the House, he had been instructed 
to move that the said Mr. Thomas Lake 
Aveling, and Mr. H. Shoosmith, do 
attend the said Committee on Monday, 
16th June, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


Ordered, that Mr. Thomas Lake 


Aveling and Mr. H. Shoosmith do attend 
the Committee on Group 9 of Railway 
Bills on Monday, 16th June, at hallt- 
past Eleven of the clock. 


{10 JUNE 1202} 


the Lords. 


927 
wen 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 


visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
tomorrow. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to, Loan Bill. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill, Leyland and Farington Gas 
Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a_ Bill, 
intituled, “An Act to empower the 
Central London Railway Company to 
acquire additional lands; and for other 
purposes.” [Central London Kailway 


Bill (Lords). | 
Also, a 


empower 


“An Act to 
the Mayor, Alderman, and 
Burgesses of the City otf Bristol to 
construct an additional dock railway 
and other works; to extend the city 
and county of Bristol; and for other 
purposes.” [Bristol Corporation — Bill 
(Lords). | 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to con- 
fer powers upon the Corporation of the 
borough of Devonport with respect to the 
construction and working of tramways 
within the borough; to authorise the 
construction of an embankment and road 
at Camel’s Head Bridge ; to make further 
provision for the borrowing of money ; 
and for other purposes.” — {Devonport 


Bill, intituled, 


Corporation (General Powers) — Bill 
(Lords). } 
Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 


authorise the Urban District Council of 
Menai Bridge to construct additional 
waterworks for the supply of their 
district; to purchase and improve St. 
George’s Pier; to construct a sea wall 
and promenade; and to make further 
and better provision for the improvement 
of the district ; and for other purposes.” 
{Menai Bridge Urban District Council 


Bill (Lords). 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘An Act to 
authorise the construction of certain new 
works for improving the harbour of 
Dover ; the raising of further moneys by 

' the Dover Harbour Board ; and for other 
purposes.” {Dover Harbour Bill (Lords). | 
\ 
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Returns, 


{COMMONS} 


Reports, de. 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to) EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


authorise the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the borough of Devonport 
to purchase the undertaking of the 
Devonport Water Company; and_ for 
other purposes.” | Devonport Corporation 
(Water) Bill (Lords). | 

Also, a bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers upon the Mayor, 
Aldermen, Burgesses of the Borough of 
Wigan in regard to the the acquisition 
and construction of tramways and light 
railways, and the construction of street 
improvements, and to make further 
provision in regard to the health, local 
government, and improvement of the said 
borough; and for other purposes.” 
[Wigan Corporation Bill (Lor/s). | 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL 


{| Lorps], 
PFBRISTOL CORPORATION BILL [Lorps], 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL [Lorps], 


MENAI BRIDGE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [Lorps], 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL [Lorps}, 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION WATEK 
BILL [Lorps], 

WIGAN CORPORATION 

Read the first 


the Examiners 


Bills. 


BILL [Lorps] 
time : and referred to 
of Petitions for Private 


PETITIONS. 
CLUBS REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Petitions from Dumfries, in favour : to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | 


BILL. 
Petitions against : From Elton ; Birch- 
over; Youlgrave ; Brassington ; Maid- 
stone ; Loughborough ; Glasgow ; Alder- 


man’s Green: Greenock: Shettield : 
Reigate; Elsecar; Wath on Dearne: 
and Chapeltown ; to lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


BILL. 


Petition from Twickenham, for altera- 


tion (praying to be heard by Counsel) ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


| 


| 


BILL. 
Petitions for alterations : 
(three) ; Huddersfield ; 
Green; to lie upon the 


From Leeds 
and Nether 
Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petition from Lewisham and Deptford, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 
Petition from Lewisham, in favour of 
the direct representation of the Metro- 
politan Boroughs upon the proposed 
Water Board ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petitions against: from Shorne: 
Sutton; Northwich; St. Michael My- 
land; and Leicester; to lie upon the 
Table. 

PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

Petition of the Sanitary Institute, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 

PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 


Petition from Westbury, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEATH BILL. 
Petition of the Sanitary Institute, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) AC7, 1899. 

Paper [presented %th, June] to be 
printed. | No. 213.| 


MERCANTILE MARINE (SIGHT TESTS). 

Copy presented, of Report on the 
Sight Tests used in the Mercantile 
Marine for the year ended 31st December 
1901 (in continuation of [C. 632}) [by 


| Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC RECORDS. 

Copy presented of Sixty-third Annual 
Report of the Deputy Keeper of the 
Public Records [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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933 Questions. 
LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 


Return ordered, “showing the extent 
towhich under the Bill the number of 
Electors of any Parliamentary Borough 
or Division of a Parliamentary Borough 
might be increased or diminished, dis- 
tinguishing the number of electors by 
which the Borough or Division might 
be increased or diminished under Clause 
1 (3) of the Bill by order of the Com- 
missioners appointed under The London 
Government Act, 1899.”—(Sir Charles 
Dilke.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Railway Goods Management— 
Tow-roping. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, in view of an accident which 
occurred to a goods porter at Moulton 
on the Midland and Great Northern 
Joint Railway on the 11th December 
last, arrangements have now been made 
to discontinue the practice of tow-roping 
at that station, it having been stated by 
Mr. Main, of the Railway Department 
of the Board of Trade, to be attended 
with danger to persons engaged in the 
operations. 


(.duswer.) The Board of Trade have 
reecived an assurance from the directors 
of the railway in question that the 
practice of tow-roping shall be abolished 
as far as possible.—( our of Trade.) 


Canton River Navigation. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
be is aware that the barriers which were 
erected by the Chinese Government 
on the Canton River some years 
not only impede the traffic but cause a 
constantly increasing accumulation of 
silt, which renders the navigation of the 
river daily more difficult, will he con- 
sider the expediency of communicating 
with the Chinese Government on the 
subject with a view to the adoption of 
such steps as may be necessary to 
facilitate the navigation of the river. 


ao 
ao 


(Answer.) A clause has been agreed 
to for insertion ia the Treaty now under 
negotiation by His Majesty’s Special 
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Commissioner in China by which the 
Chinese Government undertake to re- 
move within the next two years the 
artificial obstructions to navigation in 
the Canton River.—(Foreiqn Office.) 


Steam Engines and Boilers—-Persons 

in Charge. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that an 
accident happened on the 26th May at 
Deaf Hill Colliery, Durham, by which 
one man was killed and twelve seriously 
injured ; whether his attention has been 
drawn to the remarks of the jury at the 
inquest to the effect that more efficient 
inquiries should be made as to the com- 
petency of men before their engagement ; 
and whether, in the light of such occur- 
rences, he will consider the advisability 
of men, who manage the winding engines 
at collieries, and are entrusted with lives 
of men, being required to pass examina- 
tions and obtain certificates of com- 
petency before being allowed to till those 
positions. 


(Ansuer.) | have received a report ot 
the inquest in this case, and find that 
the jury recommended “that more care 
should be exercised in engaging an 
engineman, and a certificate should be 
obtained from previous employers.” The 
facts of the case appear to have justified 
this recommendation, but it does not 
amount to what [ understand the hon. 
Member to propose in the last sentence 
of the Question. On that point I must 
refer the hon. Member to the answer 
which [ gave him on a similar Question 
on the 4th instant +: but I would add 
that in the case now in question the 
engineman held a certificate of compet- 
ency from the Durham County Engine- 
men’s Association, and had twenty-two 
vears experience as engineman, and that 
the mistake which he made was one 
which could not have been prevented by 
any requirement as to examinations. 

(Home Office.) 


Licensing Bill. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD (Wool- 
wich): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he will 
add a schedule to the Licensing Bill 
showing that summary jurisdiction ap- 
plies to Clause 26, 


+ See preceding Volume, p. 1386. 
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(Auswer.) I do not think that anything 
that could be put into a schedule could 
make it more clear and certain than it 
is, as the Bill stands, that the procedure 
under Clause 26 is governed by the 
provisions of the Summary Jurisdiction 
Acts.—(Lome Office.) 


Scottish Board Schools—-Equable 
Temperature. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Lord Advo- 
care if the Education Department can 
bring before the School Boards the 
advisability of keeping a thermometer in 
the schools, so there may be as fairly 
equable temperature in the schools as 
is possible. 


(duswer.) The maintenance of a fairly 
equable temperature in the schools is a 
matter which receives attention in con- 
nection with the approval of plans, and 
His Majesty's Inspectors would certainly 
call attention to any defect in this matter, 
and would suggest the use of a_ther- 
mometer where this had not occurred to 
managers themselves.—(Svoleh Education 
Department.) 


Board of Agriculture Leaflets. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he will 
consider the possibility of sending out 
his departmental leaflets unsealed in- 
stead of in closed envelopes, thereby 
effecting a considerable economy. 


(duswer.) It the leaflets were sent in 
open envelopes they would be more 
likely to be lost, or be treated as cir- 
culars often are and thrown away. It 
costs the Post Oftice no more to deliver a 


sealed than an open envelope.—(Lourd of 


d {griculturs A ) 


Customs—Waterguard Assistant 
Inspectors. 

CoLoxrL SADLER (Middlesborough) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury if 
it is the intention of the Board of 
Customs to appoint all assistant in- 
spectors of waterguard from the Water- 
guard Department. 


(Answer.) Promotion to the highest 
appomtments on the waterguard staff 
will, in future, be made solely from the 
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ranks of those serving in the water- 
guard, provided always that, as the 
Board of Customs do not doubt will 
ordinarily be the case, a thoroughly 
competent officer is available in those 
ranks,—(7'reasury.) 


Navy—Engineer Officers. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
with reference to the fact that the en- 
gineer oflicers of the Royal Navy are 
not satisfied with their status, whether 
there is any proposal at the Admiralty 
with regard to this question. 


(Auswer.) The question of the position 
of engineer officers ot the Royal Navy 
is a subject which has engaged and is 
engaging the attention of the Admiralty 
very closely. [ am not in a position 
to make any statement on the subject 
beyond those which [ made on behalf 
of the Admiralty in this House on 
the 21st and 25th February last.;— 
( Ldmiralty.) 


Intermediate Education Examinations 
Ireland. 


Mr. LECKY (Dublin University): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the days, 26th and 27th 
June, which it is His Majesty's desir 
should be observed as general holidays, 
have been appointed by the Board of 
Intermediate Education (Ireland) as 
examination days for the intermediate 
examinations: and whether the Board 
will be requested to arrange for the 
subjects set apart for examination on 
those days to be taken on two later 
days. 


(Ausuvr.) My right hon. friend has 
been misinformed in respect of the 26th 
June. That day was not appointed as 
a day of examination. When the time 
table was sealed by the Board, it was 
understood that the 26th June only 
would be observed as a general holiday, 
and, accordingly, no examinations were 
fixed for that date. The Board have 
now applied to the Lord Lieutenant for 
permission to postpone the examinations 
fixed for the 27th and 28th June to the 
28th and 30th June respectively. (Lrish 
Office.) 


t See (4) Debates, ciii., 732, et seg. ; 1072. 
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937 Questions. 


South Africa—Settlement of Soldiers. 

Sr BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich) : To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether the War Office 
has considered his previous proposal to 
allow those members of the Reserve 
forces at present in South Africa who | 
are willing to remain out there a free | 
passage home at any time they like with- 
in three years; also, whether the War | 
Office will agree to make an allowance | 
of, say, ten shillings per week to those | 
Reservists whilst they remain in South 
Africa during the three years, so as to 
constitute a national reserve body liable | 
for active service at any time within 
that period. 


{10 JUNE 1902} 


|the 12th May last.+ 
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many as 12,000 acres of grazing and 
arable land have been added to the 


deer forest of Strathconon, Ross-shire, 
and that, although the forest now 


comprises 39.500 acres, it is proposed 
to still further extend it by adding to 
it the sheep farm of Glenmeanie, will he 
cause some inquiry to be made in regard 
to the extension of deer forests in the 
Highland crofting counties in recent 
years, with a view to the introduction 
of legislation such as will tend to check 


| the practice. 


(Answer.) I am afraid I cannot add 
anything to the answer which I gave on 
In my judgment, 


'no useful purpose would be served by 


(.-lduswer.) — Arrangements as to 
members of the various forces now in 
South Africa who desire to settle there 
are receiving consideration, but I am 
afraid that it will not be possible to 
grant to Reservists permitted to reside 
in South Africa any pay in excess of 
those at home.—(Vur Office.) 


Coronation Position of Provincial 
Volunteers. 

Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has anv information showing 
the manner in which the Volunteers 
regard the invitation to come to London 
for the Coronation ceremonies at their 
own expense and to perform duties 
without payment; whether he will 
state the exact terms upon which the 
Yeomanry have been invited to attend; 
and. seeing that since the precedent of 
the Jubilee the Volunteers have been 
utilised jor service abroad, whether he will 
reconsider the conditions under which 
they are asked to do duty at the| 
Coronation. 


The circumstances under 
which the Volunteers have been invited 
to attend the Coronation ceremonies 
have been explained to my hon. friend, 
and I do not think any good purpose 
would be served by any further statement. 
(ar Office.) 


i / HSU r.) 


i three years 
| wives and families ; 


Scottish Deer Forests. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the First Lord 
ot the Treasury, in view of the fact that | 
between the years 1883 and 1898 as 


the inquiry proposed.—(7irusury.) 


Queen Anne's Bounty. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether the Government 
propose to introduce legislation during 
the present session for amalgamating 
the Board of Queen Anne’s Bounty with 
the Ecelesiastical Commission; 
if so, whether the Bill will be introduced 
at a sutticiently early date to enable 
those who are interested in the subject 
to make themselves familar with its 
provisions before it is discussed in this 
House. 


and, 


(Answer.) A Bill dealing with this 
subject will very shortly be introduced, 
and will be found to give effect to the 
Unanimous Report of the Joint Com- 
mittee which inquired into the subject. 


—( Treasury.) 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa—Return of Reservists 
Demobilisation Arrangements. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in bringing back the troops 
from South Africa, care wil] be taken to 
liberate as early as possible those Reser- 
vists whose employers have for nearly 
assisted to maintain their 
and whether the 
Reservists in this country, at Aldershot 


| or elsewhere, will be at once discharged. 





t See (4) Debates, evii., 1348. 
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Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STantey, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton): The arrange- 
ments for demobilisation are being care- 
fully considered, and will be carried out 
with all possible speed; but I do not 
think that it would be either practicable 
or expedient to attempt to make the 
suggested distinctions among the men 
due for return home. Reservists - at 
home will be demobilised after the 30th 
June 


Civil Service Clerkships. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushclitfe)t:! I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether, as a 
member of the ein appointed 
by virtue of 52 Geo. IIL, ¢ 11, he can 
say if the recommend: be ro of the Joint 
oe of 1899, in paragraph 5 of 
their Report, as to the permanent stati, 
with respect to examinations and nomi- 
nations for clerkships in the establish- 
ment, are being carried out. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe’ EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): The arrangements which 
were in progress for recasting the ex- 
amination were interrupted by the illness 
of the late Clerk of the House, but | 
hope that an improved system may soon 
be settled with the Civil Service Com- 
missioners. 


Metropolitan Police—Rent Allowance. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he can state 
approximately what would be the total 
increased charge on the rates of extend- 
ing the ls. 6d. a week rent-aid to the 
married constables of the Metropolitan 
Police attached to stations outside the 
boundaries of the boroughs within the 
area of the county of London. 


*Tut SECRETARY or 
THe HOME 
Ritcnie, Croydon) : 
year. 


STATE For 
DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
About £10,000 a 


Captain NORTON : Did not the right 
hon. Gentleman say distinctly in the 
House on May 30th that it would be 
more than £140,000 2? 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: No, I said nothing of 
the kind. What I said was that if we 
had to pay the Metropolitan police at 
the same rate as the city police, it would 
make a difference of £140,000 a year. 


Caprain NORTON: May I, as a 
matter of personal explanation, state that 
that was not what the right hon. Gentle 
man said ? + 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not a personal explanation. 


Fatal Fire in the City. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : Can 
the Home Secretary give the House any 
information with regard to the disastrous 
fire which took place in the city yester- 
day by which nine lives were lost ? 


*Mpr. RITCHIE: No, Sir; ¢ am afraid 
I can give no mareinbormatiins than has 


appeared in the Press 


Overcrowding on the Great Eastern Rail- 
way. 

Caprain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of ‘Trade if he 
can state whether, in accordance with 
section 3, sub-section (a), of the Cheap 
Trains Act, any inquiries have been 
made with reference to the continual 
overcrowding on the Great Eastern Rail- 
way, and with what result. 


THe PRESIDENT or tire BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Gerad Batrovr, Leeds, 
Central): No such inquiry has been 
made under the provision specified which 
does not give jurisdiction to deal with 
overcrowding. With regard to over 
crowding on the railway mentioned, I 
would refer the hon. Member to the 
terms of an answer which I gave on the 
12th ult., toa Question addressed to me 
by the hon. Member for Ross and 
Cromarty to the effect that the Great 
Eastern Railway Company are endeavour- 
ing to meet such overcrowding as exists 
by widening their carriages, so as to in- 
crease the seating accommodation by 
some 21 per cent., and that they have 
under consideration the question of pro- 
viding more powerful engines and longer 
trains, but this will involve structural 
alterations at the stations. 





t See preceding Volume, p. 1049. 
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Glencar (Kerry) Police. 

Me. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will state how many policemen were in 
the barracks in Glencar, county Kerry, on 
the night of Saturday 24th May; how 
many were out from the barracks on 
patrol; when they left for and returned 
from patrol; what are the names of the 
men ; and whether any have since been 
transferred or have left. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ~ ror 
IRELAND (Mr.WynbuHam, Dover): There 
were five constables and a sergeant at 
Glenear on the date mentioned. One of 
the constables has since been transferred 
to another district upon his own applica- 
tion, on marriage. The particulars of 
police patrols are always regarded as 
contidential. In view, however, of the 
fact that a horrible murder was com- 
mitted at Glenear on the night of the 
24th May, I have thought it necessary 
to make special inquiry into the police 
patrols that night, and | have satisfied 
myself that the duty was performed 
with due and proper vigilance. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman give the names 
and places ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: 


the question because there is a 
suspicion —— 


I ask 
strong 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That is 
not 2 Question. 


Irish Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
grant a Return giving names, religion, 
nationality, qualification, age, and 
previous position of all appointed to the 
various offices under the control of the 
Department of Agriculture for Ireland, 
as well as the salaries attaching to the 
various positions: and whether he will 
also grant a Return giving the names, 
religion, age, salary, and cause of dis- 
missal of the various ofticers dismissed 


since the establishment of the Board. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I communicated 
to the hon. Member yesterday the heads 
of a Return which [ am prepared to 
give in respect of officials at present em- 
ployed by the Department. [I am_ not 
aware that any useful public object 
would be served by granting a Return 
such as suggested in the second part of 
the Question, and which, moreover, 
would be without precedent. For these 
reasons I could not consent to the second 
Return. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that a 


teacher, dismissed for incompetency in 
London while teaching in an ordinary 
elementary school, has been appointed 
science instructor by the Board in 
Dublin 2 

Mr. WYNDHAM the 


negative. 


replied in 


South Dublin Union—Tallaght Register. 
Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., 8.): I 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his 


attention has been called to the case ot 
Mr. Joseph Mooney, late chairman of the 
South Dublin Union, who was unable to 
seek re-election at the recent elections, 
owing to the manner in which the register 
for the Tallaght Division had been 
prepared ; and whether, in view of the 
fact that the recently issued official 
register omits many of the names of those 
duly qualified to appear thereon, and 
retains others which have been success- 
fully objected to, he will take steps to see 
that whoever is responsible for the 
compilation of the register be advised to 
secure a more accurate return in the 
future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Clerk of the 
Peace states that Mr. Mooney’s name ap- 
peared upon the register for the electoral 
division of Rathfarnham up to and 
including the year 1901. At the revision 
of the register in that vear the name 
was transferred by the Revising Barrister 
tothe register for Usher’s Quay Ward, 
on which it now appears. If Mr. Mooney 
possesses a residential qualification in the 
rural district, the Council is entitled te 
co-opt him to fill a vacaney on the 


Council. With regard to the second purt 
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of the Question, the Clerk of the Peace 
states that so far as the county registers 
are concerned he has no reason to believe 
that the a'legations are well founded. 


Mr. MOONEY: If I give the right | 


hon. Gentleman the names of certain 
persons omitted, will he have inquiry 
made ?! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 


Press Messages—Telegraphic Delays. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that 
complaints have been received from a 
Dublin evening paper relative to the 
late receipt of telegraphic press messages ; 
whether, seeing that the postal authorities 
have explained that the delays have been 
due to exceptional pressure, and have 
expressed regret for the inconvenience 
occasioned, steps will be taken im medi- 
ately to obviate the inconvenience in 
future, by having an adequate staff to 
deal with cases of exceptional pressure. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, f.): The Postmaster 
General is aware that complaints have 
been received from a Dublin evening 
newspaper relitive to the late receipt of 
Telegraphic Press messages. It is true 
that delay has, at times, been caused by 
exceptional pressure of business, but in 
the last case brought under notice, delay 
was due toa temporary failure of tele- 
graphic communication. When excep- 
tional pressure is expected it is the 
practice of the Department to make 
arrangements to meet it bothas regards 
wires and staff, but such pressure cannot 
always be foreseen. 


Irish Land Purchase Bill. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 71 
wish toask the Chief Secretary for lreland 
whether in view of the statement that he 
will be ready to confer with the parties 
concerned for the purpose of deciding 
whether the Land Purchase Bill could be 
given a non-contentious complexion, he 
contemplates either the withdrawal or 
the modification of Clause 36. 
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| Mr. WYNDHAM: I contemplated 
discussion on that and similar points 
| between the parties. What I desire is to 
render the Bill less contentious. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Would it not 
be better that these arrangements should 
be made on the floor of the House than 
| outside the House ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
I wish to repeat a Question which | 
addressed to the right hon. Gentleman 
yesterday namely, when he intends to 
move the discharge of the Order for this 


Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I shall certainly 
not take such a course as that ; I do not 
vet know whether there is to be an 
autumn Session. I[ will do everything 
in my power to put this measure on the 
Statute Book. 


Coronation--Procession of Members from 
the House to the Abbey. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton) : | beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
is aware that it has been the custom, since 
the reign of James IL. whenever a 
Coronation has taken place during a 
session of Parliament, for the House of 
Commons to meet on the morning of the 
day and proceed to Westminster Abbey; 
whether this precedent is to be followed 
on the present occasion ; and whether it 
is proposed that the space set apart for 
the Commons in the Abbey shall be 
shared by any persons not Members of 
the House. 


THE FIRST LORD oF tHe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
E.): L wish to say that ny hon. friend's 
account of the precedents is perfectly 
accurate, but on the present 
there has been a very widespread desire 
on the part of Members of the House 
that they should be accompanied by their 
wives, and that, of course, makes it abso- 
lutely impossible to follow the old practice 
in this matter. 


occasion 


NEW BILLS. 
FERTILISERS AND FEEDING STUFFS 
ACT (1893) AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend The Fertilisers and Feed- 
ing Stuffs Act, 1893; and for other 











244 


ted 
ints 
s to 


not 
nuld 


han 


rd) : 
h I 
nan 
Ss to 
this 


inly 
not 

an 
ling 


the 


‘rom 


ZAS- 
‘ster, 
end’s 
ectly 
asion 
lesire 
louse 
their 
abso- 
Letice 


FFS 


Feed- 
other 





945 Finance 


purposes relating thereto,” presented by 
Mr. Channing, under Standing Order 31 ; 
supported by Mr. Lambert; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 230.} 


FOOD AND as ACTS AMENDMENT 

“To amend the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts, 1875 to 1899, with respect 
to the Sale of Butterine,” presented by 
Mr. Hanbury, under Standing Order 31 ; 
to be read a second time tomorrow and 
to be printed. {Bill 251.] 


FINANCE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


(Mr. James Lowrner (Cumberland, | 


Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


(Juestion again proposed, “That Clause 
| stand part of the Bill. 


(2.25.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs) : The discussion of 
this clause has turned almost entirely 
upon the question of the possible effect of 
the action taken by the Government 
upon the financial relations between this 
country and the colonies and the rest of 
the world. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Excheuer expressed 
some surprise that that should be the 
turn taken by the debate. I think he 
expressed even more obvious and emphatic 
surprise when, a week or two ago, | 
ventured to ask whether this proposal 
was introduced in any connection with 
the expected visit of colonial Premiers to 
this country. I do not think that I was 
altogether without reason for thinking 
that there was some connection, partly, 
but not entirely, on account of the very 
plain words used by Sir Wilfrid Laurier, 
who, I would again say, is a man whom 
we all respect in the highest degree and 
whom we know would not speak un- 
advisedly in a matter of this importance. 
I observe that the Premier of Natal, 
arriving in this country the other day, 
heing interviewed by the inevitable 
reporter, got immediately on the very 
same subject, and said that one of the 
great objects they would all have in view 
was the establishment of 


preferential , 
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fiscal relations between the mother 
country and the colonies. Let us not, 
however, forget the purely domestic 
aspect of the subject. The two aspects 
are entirely separate, and in my opinion 
the tax is to be condemned just as 
strongly from one aspect as from the 
other. 


L do not intend to go over all that 
has been said with regard to the in- 
evitable incidence of the tax. It has 
been argued that it falls upon no one. 
That, of course, is an argument which 
will not hold water. Somebody must 
pay the tax, and the person who pays it 
in the normal state of things is neces- 
sarily the consumer. He will pay either 
in the price charged for the commodity 
or in the quality of the commodity, and 
it is equally hard upon him in either case. 
Then, another objection to which this 
tax is open—in an almost greater degree, 
| think, than any other indirect tax—is 
that it gathers as it goes. Far more is 
taken out of the pocket of the consumer 
than ever reaches the Exchequer. Then, 
the third objection is the obviously Pro- 
tective nature of a duty such as 
this. You cannot levy a duty upon an 
article which isimported, and which is at 
the same time produced in this country, 
without giving Protection to the home 
producer to the extent to which the tax 
will operate. It is inevitable that the 
imposition of the tax will lead to further 
demands by other classes who are en- 
titled to an equal amount of considera- 
tion, and we therefore object to embark- 
ing on this scheme. It was in that 
sense that the proposal was received with 
the jubilation which we witnessed with 
our eyes and heard with our ears when 
the right hon. Gentleman first announced 
his intention of imposing this tax. The 
next thing that | have to say from this 
point of view is this: No doubt it is 
a small tax at present. but it is 
obvious that it is capable of extension 
and of rising to a high figure in the 
future when a necessitous Chancellor of 
the Exchequer deems it right to pursue 
that course. 

This brings one naturally to consider 
the expenditure of the country. This is 
not the time to examine that in great 
detail, but 1 would point out what 
is perfectly obvious—that while we 
are now at the end of the war and 
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the war expenditure stops, there are 
certain sequences from that war which 
are almost asexpensive as war itself. Even 
this will come to an end sooner or later, 
but if this great normal expenditure is io 
get out of hand and be allowed to increase 
by leaps and bounds, the expenditure 
cannot be checked of a sudden. It will 
require almost superhuman efforts to 
check it when such an impetus has been 
given to it as has been the case—I will 
not say whether it be the fault of the 
Government or of the House of Commons 
—for the last six years. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was, I will not say 
very indignant, but he referred to the 
fact that 1 have spoken of him as a 
sign -post which indicates which 
would be the wrong direction to follow, 
but at the same time does nothing to bar 
progress in that direction. He said that 
we did not know what his efforts had 
been—his unavailing efforts—to check 
the expenditure of the country. Well, J 
know his etiorts must have been great, 
but we can only judge the tree by its 
fruit. We can only assume that this, at 
all events, represents the residuum which 
remains to us after the more unreason- 
able demands of his colleagues have been 
refused by him. But he is in the same 
boat with them, and, if | must still liken 
him to'a post of some sort. | would with- 
draw the sign-po-t. and suggest that a 
whippin g-post better describesthe position 
in which he stands. That is briefly what 
there is to be ‘said against this tax on 
what I may call domestic grounds. 
Now, turningto theeffect ot this proposal 
on National or Imperial finance, we 
hear a great deal about the Zollverein, 
or, rather, what I prefer to call a customs 
union. The former phrase was made in 
Germany, but J] think we ought to 
describe things in our own way and 
by the names we are accustomed to. 
But a eustoms union such as there is in 
Germany has no analogy with what is 
proposed by some dreamers as appli- 
eable to the British Empire. We can 
remember the time when every little 
State in Germany had its own customs, 
involving a great amount of trouble and 
those who travelled in 
I can remember myself, 
coming nearer that, although 
England and Scotland have been united 
as firmly as it could be done for 200 


Sir H. Ca iipbell-Ban nerinan. 


annoyance to 
that country. 
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years, duties were levied. An enterpris. 
ing and adventurous Scotchman coming 
to England, being a little suspicious as to 
what would happen if he wanted to quench 
his thirst, brought a hamper of his 
favourite beverage with him, but at 
Carlisle or Newcastle he would have to 
pay an extra duty. What a nuisance 
that was! The reason for the establish. 
ment of the Zollverein in Germany was 
to get rid of the utterly vexatious, 
harassing, and senseless system of eternal 
tariff and -eternal customs houses. But 
there is no analogy between such a case and 
the case of the colonies separated by sea 
from the mother country and from each, 
other, having no common frontier and hav- 
ing circumstances entirely different one 
from the other. A custems union would 
mean that there would be no duties 
within the Empire, but that there were to 
he duties as against the whole world to 
he treated as a common fund. But such 
an arrangement is certainly not contem- 
plated by our colonies. The Colonial 
Secretary on one occasion said that he 
actually looked forward to the time when 
the British Empire would be entirely 
self-supporting—if I understood — him 
rightly, when the colonies would produce 
all that we needed. {An Hon. Memprr: 
What date ?} That was in 
We were to have corn, meat, wool, sugar, 
and perhaps other articles, to he sent to 
this country from the colonies, where 
they were wholly produced. 


1896, 


; to he 
Well, this state of things may come with 
the millennium, but I de not think they 
are within the range of immediate 
possibility. Then it must be remembered 
that our colonies and dependencies vary 
infinitely in their production and in the 
articles which they consume ; that the 
articles produced in one colony are those 
which are consumed in another : and that 
the duties are in most cases imposed. for 
Therefore, 
I think we had better drop the Zollverein 
and turn our attention to what is a littl 
more reasonable. 


their own revenue purposes. 


*THE CHANCELLOR of tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): I rise to order. I wish 


to ask for the ruling of the Chairman 
to 
the whole question of the Zollverein on 
this clause, 


as to whether it is in order discuss 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Has it not 
been stated by a Minister of the Crown 
that one of the chief features of this tax 
is that it opens the way up to the 
Zollverein ! 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: No statement of 
that kind has been made in Com- 
mittee of this House. 


Mr. DILLON: No, but it was made 
outside of the House. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Yesterday, I think, 

the question was in order, because the 
point raised was that by making this 
a temporary tax no such question 
would arise, but if it were made a per- 
manent tax it might at some future time 
be used for the purpose of entering into an 
arrangement with the Colonies, and so 
creating a customs union. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer stated most 
distinctly that there was no such inten- 
tion, and | should huve thought that 
aiter a statement of that sort the Com- 
mittee would have accepted it, and then 
proceeded to argue against the tax on 
domestic reasons. 1 think the matter 
was very thoroughly gone into yesterday 
with regard to the Customs union ques- 
tion. Would it not be more reasonable 
to discuss it today from an interior point 
of view? | submit that to the Com- 
mittee. It scems that there are two 
distinct lines of argument. 
discussed yesterday tor the greater part 
of the day, and I think it would be 
unfair to those who wish to discuss the 
matter from the domestic side if they 
are precluded doing so by continuing 
the debate on the present lines. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ have no desire to exclude discussion, 
and I have no intention of making a 
long speech, but the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer made a most important 
speech yesterday, which raised the ques- 
tion whether the imposition of this tax 
Was not opening the door to the conse- 
quences | have indicated, and which 
make us object to the tax. I submit we 
have a right to criticise his answer. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that His 
\iajesty's Government have no inten- 
tion of making any alteration of the 
fiscal relations with the Colonies. But 
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how long will that immunity last? The 
matter will undoubtedly come up within 
the next two or three weeks; not, per- 
haps in this House, but under other 
conditions and circumstances, and in 
quarters which it would be very well 
that the opinion of this House should 
reach. I think a few remarks on that 
point would be in order. 


The right hon. Gentleman disclaimed 


any intention of putting on a Pro- 
tective duty, but he has made no 
answer, so far as I have heard, to 


the hon. Member for Launceston, who 
pointed out that putting on a Protective 
duty as against one country was in no 
degree different in its effect from putting 
a duty upon every country and then 
taking it off with regard to certain 
countries. The Protective effect is still 
possible by the withdrawal or modifica- 
tion in favour of certain countries of the 
duty now put on. It seems to me that 
if it is to be modified in the interests of 
any of the Colonies, or in the interests 
of any individual State or group of States, 
it may have an effect upon the people 
of this country in this way. The right 
hon. Gentleman says it is a revenue tax 
put on for revenue purposes. It is to 
produce £2,600,000, and it will be the 
right hon. Gentleman’s intention and 
desire to maintain it at that figure. If 
any abatement is made we will say, in 
the interest of the Colonies, in order to 
obtain that same amount of revenue 
which he finds necessary for his purpose, 
he will have to increase the tax as 
against the rest of the world, and, as 
the price in this country will be deter- 
mined by the highest duty, any such 
arrangement as that to which | have 
referred would have the effect of in- 
creasing the price to the consumer in 
this country. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man says he thinks that something of 
the kind which is desired ean be effected 
on what he calls a Free Trade basis. 
W hatis the meaning of a Free Trade basis? 
A Free Trade basis meansthat there should 
be a reduction in the present duties as be- 
tween Great Britain and the Colonies. 
But we have nothing as against most 
of the Colonies. The only duties that 
would be effected would be the tea duty, 
in the interests of Ceylon and India, sugar 
to some extent, wine to a small extent, 
and, I suppose. tobacco to some extent. 
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But, taking the two Colonies which are, 
perhaps most to the front in this matter 

Canada and New Zealand—we have 
nothing whatever to offer them in order 
to induce them to lower their tariffs. 
It may suit their purpose to do so, and 
I wish they would go further in that 
direction, but we have nothing whatever 
to offer in exchange. In my country we 
have a saying that there is a certain 
garment, which we all find useful, which 
you cannot take from a Highlander. 
A man who wears a kilt cannot be de- 
prived of his trousers. If you do not 
impose a duty on a country, naturally 
you cannot take it from them; and, 
therefore, I do not see how we are to 
secure the fair-trade arrangement to 
which the right hon. Gentleman refers. 

These are the vistas which open to us 
when we consider this tax, and I think 
the House and the country ought to 
proceed with the greatest caution, before 
they take the first step into these un- 
known difficulties. I have the greatest 
desire to see everything done which will 
remove causes of friction, and promote 
good feeling between this country and 
the Colonies ; but any such arrangements 
as those which have been foreshadowed 
in the last two or three days, would give 
a larger opportunity for friction than 
probably any step that could be taken. 
I am in favour of sentiment, but I do 
not like sentiment with bargain. Do ut 
les is a motto, not so much of friends, 
is of suspicious friends, and I think it is 
better to have either sentiment or bargain 
than to have both. The hopes that have 
been excited and the fears we entertain 
of the ultimate effect of this tax seem to 
me to make it inexpedient, and therefore, 
on this ground, as well as on domestic 
grounds, | and shall vote 
against the clause which is now before 
the Committee. 


Oppose it, 


*(2.55.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said, in his amended Statement the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer still omitted 
all reference to any expectation that 
the Transvaal would assist the revenue 
of this country. In his opinion the 
right hon. Gentleman was right in his 
infiuence of the 
was so great 
individuals so 
that we could 
alleviation from 


omission, for the 
Transvaal mine-owners 
and their action on 
varied and _ potent 
not expect much 


Sir HH. Camplell-Bannerman, 
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them. ‘The Chancellor of the Exy- 
chequer’s Statement, however, com. 


pletely established the fact that the corn 
tax was not imposed because it was 
necessary for the revenue, for it 
avowed that he had £5,996,000, or Say 
£6,000,000, which was not required 
for any specified purpose. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Borrowed 
money. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said it was 
true that it was borrowed money, but 
it had already been borrowed, and 
was in his pocket, and must therefore be 
reckoned among his resources. If the 
right hon. Gentleman did not impose 
the corn tax he would still have a sur- 
plus of £3,346,000, and that was quite 
enough to enable him to meet what 
he called contingencies. That proved 
that the corn tax was being levied for 
some ulterior purpose. As he had shown, 
the corn duty would not be wanted 
for revenue purposes this year. Would 
it be wanted for such purposes next 
year, when it might be hoped that there 
would be a vast reduction of expendi- 
ture? That was most unlikely. The 
fact that all this revenue was raised 
for war purposes indicated that the 
taxation ought to be temporary at least, 
but the corn duty was not to be tem- 
porary ; it was to be permanent. What 
then was the ulterior motive? Before 
he dealt with that he would like to 
point out that the tax was by no 
means a small one. He had taken the 
trouble to work out the percentage. 
On corn it was 3°67 per cent. «d 
vulorem ; on flour, 4°4, and on wheat 
and flour together, 3°9 per cent. 
—practically a tax of 4 per cent. 
on bread. On maize it was as high as 
5) per cent., and it should be re- 
membered that there were enormous 
importations of maize into this country, 
it being increasingly and extensively 
used fora number of purposes. It was not 
candid to blink or hide the fact that this 
trax would have a Protective effect. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Thanet, he understood, did not 
admit that it was Protective, because 
it was not Protective enough to prevent 
foreign corn coming into this country. 
But, so far as it went, it undoubtedly 
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was Protective. The right hon. Gen- 
tlman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, in what for him was a 
passionate speech, on the previous night 
repudiated having an ulterior motive. 
But he lifted a corner of the veil which 
hid those very high regions where pclicies 
were decided, arid where even divisions 
were taken, resulting in one side being 
victorious and the other beaten, and 
irom What he suid of making trade treer 
with the Colonies, it was not un- 
natural to inter that ulterior 
motive of giving tariff preference to the 
Colonies had been lurking in some of 
those august plac:s. Ina speech delivered 
on the 16th May last, the Colonial 
Secretary said it was our 
“keep British trade in British hands.”’ 
At the same time, he denounced what 
he called ‘teconomic pedantry ” and 
“old shibboleths.”” He thought it might 
be supposed that when the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke ot old shibboleths 
he meant the Chancellor of the KEx- 
chequer and the Member for West 
Monmouth. When he spoke of keeping 
British trade in British hands, did he 
mean to suggest that there should be 
preferential treatment of the 
colonies such as was supposed to have 
been intended? We now know that he 
did not, at any rate, mean a customs 
union between this country and the 
colonies founded on absolutely Free Trade 
between them, for the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer now declared that this was an 
impossible thing to expect. It had been 
stated that, whereas a customs union was 
possible between the Grerman States, be- 
cause they were close together and not 
separated by any difficult seas, it would 
be impossible with regard to the colonies, 


some 


husiness to 


some 


because they were separated from us by 
sea. But the(rermanStates were sepirated 
by land roads, and these were very otten 
more difficult than the sea. The easiest 
nd cheapest roads of all were the seas. 
The sea did not divide, it united. The 
sea routes were always open, and there 
was nothing in physical 
to prevent a union 
England and her colonies. There were 
however, other reasons which he would 
into. The Chancellor ot 
the Exchequer, in disposing of this 
terior motive, suggested that at any 


co idit ions 


customs bet ween 


hot now go 


rate we were not going to impose any 
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new duties as against the foreigner in 
favour of the colonies. But it did not 
matter whether we imposed new duties on 
the foreigner and not on the colonist, or 
took off old duties from the colonies and 
not from the foreigner —it came to the 
same thing; it was a preference. His ideal 
for this country was founded on its 
geographical position. England stood 
in a geographical position which dictated 
her policy. She stood centrally in the 
sea, with all the four quarters of the 
world grouped around her. She was in 
the sea and at the crossing of all the 
great sea-roads. Her natural destiny, 
written on the map by Nature itself, was 
that she should be the carrier of the 
world, Every trammel and every diffi- 
culty should beremoved from the way of 
trade, and the easiest way of all was not to 
levy any customs duties, not only because 
of the cost it meant to trade, but of the 
difficulty it threw in the way of business 
to the merchant. His ideal was that 
we Should develop the carrying trade 
by this country becoming a free port 
for the world. But we could not now 
reach that ideal. We must count with the 
weakness of human nature and the 
indisposition of Chancellors of the Ex- 
chequer to let the people know that 
they were paying the taxes which the 
Exchequer required: and therefore they 
must assume that, until human nature 
reached a greater state of perfection 
or information, customs duties to some 
extent would continue to be levied here. 
He reminded the Committee that the 
difficulties in the way of dealing with 
colonial trade as compared with foreign 
trade, by preferences, were very con 
siderable. Our trade with the colonies 
was but one-fourth of the whole, while 
our trade with the foreigner was three- 
fourths. He did not say that the 
ditticulty was insuperable, but it was con- 
siderable. Doubtless the colonies loomed 
very much larger than they did. Even 
the Foreign Office which was always the 
last to hear of anything worth knowing, 
had now discovered the Colonies. He 
observed that the noble Lord the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs went 
down te Rochester last Saturday, and, 
in one of those high flights of oratory to 
which his constituents were more used 
than we were in this House, explained 
that the colonies had become so important 
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that we hadtaken them into partnership, 
and said that the firm was now Great 
Britain and Sons. He was too modest: 
it was not Great Britain and Sons, it 
was Great Britain and Sons, and Sons-in- 
law, and Nephews. The hon. Member 
admitted that the time might arrive 
when we should have to reconsider the 
whole of our system and _ policy, includ- 
ing customs duties. There was no magic 
in Free Trade. It was a question of 
opportunity. It was not because of the 
name ‘Free Trade” that he offered 
any objection to the corn duty, though 
he did consider that it was a bad tax in 
itself as compared with other customs 
duties. When we were in financial straits, 
and whenthe Chancellor of the Exchequer 
scarcely knew where to turn for the 
necessary money to meet the expendi- 
ture of the year, he, on that ground, 
was perfectly prepared to vote for the 
corn duty, though all Free Traders 
might say him nay. But when that 
necessity had vanished—and it was 
established by the figures of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that this duty 
was not required for the revenue of the 
year—then he was unable to vote for it ; 
in fact, as the circumstances were now 
shown to be, he meant to vote against it. 
It might be that at some future time, 
looking to that portentous continent of 
America whieh was flourishing in spite 
of Protection. we should come to the 
conclusion that we, too, must adore the 
gods we had burned and burn the gods 
we had adored. But we must be wary. 
Although Protection had sueceeded there, 
it might fail with us. King Ahaz, we 
were told, * sacrificed unto the Gods of 
Damascus which smote him, and he said, 
because the Gods of the Kings of Syria 
help them, therefore will | sacrifice to 
them that they may help me, But 


they were the ruin of him and 
of all Israel.” We must not’ court 
the fate of Ahaz. But his mind 
on this subject was open. If there 


was ua Minister who was prepared to 
come down there and show that, in 
the face of the terrible new menaces and 
perils to our carrying trade, we must 
adopt nev policies, he was not going 
to be prevented from entertaining that 
proposal by any old shibboleth or 
econom!c¢ pedantry such as had been 
referred to. He did not object to the 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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corn duty, because it might be held to 
be contrary to Free Trade, but because, 
as it was now proposed, it was either 
too much or too little. It was too much 
if the revenue did not require it; 
but if the revenue required it, it 
was too little on which to found 
such an enormous change of policy as 
was suggested by the ulterior motive, 
if that existed. Whether the motive of 
the corn duty were really, as alleged, a 
motive of revenue, or the ulterior motive 
of Protection and preference, on neither 
ground was it necessary or politic, and 
on both grounds he would vote against it. 


*(3.10.) Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, 
W.) said that the discussion might very 
well be directed to the consideration of 
the manner in which this tax would affect 
poor people. He should have preferred 
to adopt the suggestion made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer last night, 
that the Irish Members should postpone 
what they had to say until the Com- 
mittee came to the consideration of the 
schedule: but it must be remembered 
that although Indian meal made from 
maize was far more largely used by 
the poor people of Treland than any 
other article, yet that they were inter- 
ested in others of the articles named in 
They 
tomed in that part of the House where 
the Nationalist Members sat to have 
regard to two sets of persons—the mass 
of toilers in the English towns who, in 
many cases, were flesh of their fiesh and 
hone of their bone, and the people of 
Lreland They could not feel indifferent 
to anything that might affect the price 
of bread in this country, but of course 
it was rather to the effect of the tax 
upon their own people that their 
cism Was most naturally directed. He 
merely asked the Committee at this 
moment to realise, if they had not 


the schedule also. were accts- 


criti- 


ready done so, how very largely those 
articles on which it was proposed to 
levy the tax entered into consumption 
in the very poorest families in Ireland. 
Though this might seem a very small 
matter, he could assure the Committee 
that it was one of vital importance 7) 


a very large number of exceedingly poor 
people. He did not mean to make a 


poor month for the people who were to 


be found in the congested districts, but 
he desired to direct attention once more 
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tothe Family Budgets which were to be 
found in the first Report of the Con- 
gested Districts Board for Ireland. — In 
the case of a family whose total income 
was £14 3s., it was found that the 
meal which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer proposed to tax cost no less a 
sum than £5 17s., or more than one-third 
of the whole of their expenditure. In 
other cases described as those of families 
in “ordinary ” and “ comparatively good” 
circumstances, the expenditure on meal 
was from a fourth to a fifth of the whole. 
There would not be a single item in the 
whole expenditure of such families which 
did not contribute to the revenue if the 
present proposal were carried. It might 
be said that such family budgets as that 
to which he had referred were not now 
to be found in Ireland, so greatly were 
tne operations of the C mgested Districts 
Board, and remedial legislation, 
held to have improved the condition of 
the people. He was most grateful for 
the undeniable benefits conferred in. that 
way, and he would ask the Committee 
to bear in mind the recent R sport of the 
Royal Commission upon Local ‘Taxation. 
He specially directed attention to the 


recommendations in 


other 


separate regard to 
the amount and = distribution of the 
Exchequer grant, and to the very 
startling statements as to the condition 
of the people of the West which were to 
be found therein. The inhabitants of the 
congested districts, said the Commission 
ers, Were “mainly composed of two classes 

the poor and the destitute.” Had it 
come to this—that Britain could not 
support her great Empire in any other 
the bulk ef the 


shoulders 


manner than by placing 


cost of it on the 
and the destitute ? 


of the poor 
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LAW (Glasgow, 
issured the hon. 
down that 


Gentleman who had just 


the House had listened with attention to 
a ; ear 1 — 
tne Neures which he nad quoted; vut the 
une thing was true of almost any in 
lirect taxation. Hon rentiemen ypposite 
had from the first realized that if thev 
ve to admit that the evil of the tax con 
sisted solely in the addition of the duty to 
’ a” - . - ’ 
the cost of grain, the change in price would 
] ae 1 i is 4 } i ; 
»>sheht that i would be hopeitess to 
ttempt to raise any iitation against it. 
lt had, t rerefore hecome necessary for 
th r oe har cran fry « ‘ ki 
them to seek other Grounds for attacking 


first was, that this 


the proposal, The 
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was the initial step towards Protection ; 
and the second was, that the amount of 
the tax was only a small part of the 
sum which in consequence of the tax would 
be paid by the consumer. Now, every- 
one would admit that political power 
had passed in this country out of 
the hands of the landed interest into 
the hands of the industrial classes. 
Did any one suppose that the class 
which held political power was going 
to tax themselves for the benefit of 
another class which had not political 
power? It seemed to him that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer might 
easily have imposed indirect taxation, 
which would really have been going a 
step towards Protection. It had been 
suggested that manufactured articles 
imported from ubroad might be taxed, 
and there were many grounds on which 
that proposal might not be considered 
unreasonable. But it was obvious that 
there were two insurmountable objec- 
tions: first, the interference with trade ; 
and second—and to his mind the stronger 
—that it was impossible to tax one manu- 
factured article without immediately rais- 
ing an agitation for the taxation of all 
manufactured articles. Those engaged 
in other industries, and especially in 
depressed industries, would immediately 
agitate that their particular trade 
shouid also be protected ; and that is 
an agitation which would have life in it, 
which would be popular in many districts 
of the country, and which would be 
popular with the classes in whose hands 
political From that 
point of view, it seemed to him that 
it would be impossible to find any 
other tax which was less likely to be ex- 
tended in future, and was less open tothe 
suggestion that it was a beginning of a 
return to Protection. He knew that the 
Leader of the Opposition had referred to 
the pleasure which the imposition of 
this tax had given to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Sleaford, and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member ior 
Thanet. but 
upon which hon. 


rests. 


power 





surely this was 


question 
judge 
were any 


\lembers could 
if there 


hon.Members who had not sufficient con- 


or themselves. But 


fidence in their own judgment, and pre- 


ferred to bow down before 


authority, he would set 


some 
against the 


opinion of these right hon, Gentlemen 
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the opinion of the hon. Member 
for Waterford, who, in his first speech, 
expressed himseif as opposed to this tax 
because it did not protect agriculture. 
He admitted that if the question of a 
Customs Union were really within the 
range of practical politics, the position 
would be different. He agreed with the 
leader of the Opposition that the Colonies 
had much to give us, and that we -had 
very little to give them in exchange. 
They could give us, as Canada had given, 
preferential tariffs; and he did admit 
that the working men of this country 
might very easily be tempted, by the 
prospect ot a better market for their 
manutactures, to face even a higher 
price for food. But this question of a 
Customs Union seemed to be surrounded 
by difficulties which were almost insur- 
mountable. The greatest difficulty was 
that the Coloniescould send nothing but 
raw material, and largely food, which 
was the last thing which it would be 
wise or possible to seriously tax. But it 
did seem to him that the Government 
might do something in uniting more 
closely the trade interests of the Empire 
from one point of view. It had been in 
the air that the Colonies were consider- 
ing some iorm of bearing their share in 
the defence of the Empire. Would it 
not be possible to induce them to bear 
that share in the shape of giving us _pre- 
ferential duties throughout the Colonies ? 
He knew that the Opposition were s 
fond «f Free Trade that many of them 
would object to that advantage because 
it came in that form but the country 
would most gladly weleome anything 
which promised an expansion of trade in 
that direction. If there were difficulties 
in the way of were 
there not difficulties in the way of leaving 
things as at present? Wasit true that 
our supremacy was due to Free Trade, 
and would continue! Lookat the strides 
which other nations were making in 
competition | | 


Customs Union, 


with us. Look at the 
United States a He would 
leave the United States out of account, as 
they had now the 
joved forty oO1 

coal and cheap iron; but Germany had 
no such advantages, and look at the in- 
dustrial position Germany had attained. 
It we claimed that our industrial 
position was due to Free Trade, might 


Mr. A. Bonar Law. 


nd Germany. 


i dvantage which we en 
fitty years ago— cheap 
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Germany not claim that hers was due 
to Protection ? Personally, he thought 
that under existing circumstances Free 
Trade was best for this country, but he 
could not see why anyone could hold 
that it was like a religion, which they 
could not even discuss or think of alter- 
ing. Germany was now sending steel 
and iron to the very centres of the iron 
and steel industries in England and 
Scotland, and was also sending loco- 
motives to our own railways in India, 
That ought to give us ground to think 
that perhaps our supremacy was not so 
long-lived as we might hope, and he be- 
lieved that the time might come when 
the only chance of continuing the indus- 
trial prosperity of this country would be 
in some system of bringing the trade 
connections of the Empire closer together 
and keeping British trade in British 
hands. 

The other argument of the opponents 
of the tax was that the consumer would 
have to pay a great deal more than the 
amount of the tax; that was, that be- 
cause there was no coin in cCommon cir- 
culation smaller than a half-peiny ; there- 
fore, however slight might be the addition 
to the cost of production, the consiuner 
would have to pay a half-penny extra for 
his 4lb. loaf. He knewthat hon. Gentle 
men opposite were fond of appealing, when 
it suited them, to economic authority ; and 
he challenged them to produce the author 
ity of any economist—who was not a 
rabid politician or a man fit for a lunatic 
asvlum—who would contest the argument 
that, in the long run, the producer could 
only get from the consumer the addition 
of his cost of production and nothing more. 
It was curious to notice the different atti 
tude towards this theory of hon. Members 
on the other side of the House. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth did not identify hiniselt 
with that argument at all. On the 
contrary, he expressly pointed out the 
absurdity of it. But the Leader of the 
Opposition not only adopted, but ex- 
aggerated it, in a speech he delivered 
in the North of England, in which he 
said that the consumer might not only 
have to pay £2,500,000 of the tax, but 
a total of £1 


t,000,000 or £15,000,00 
On that theory the countries which raised 
the bulk of their revenue from such 
taxes, like the United States, Germany, 





and France,* must obviously have been 
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ruined long ago. He was more than 
surprised that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton had 
identified himself with the same theory, 
The right hon. Gentleman, it was true, 
added some refinements to it. He 
pointed out that there would be the 
cost of manipulation—provision for the 
capital required, and provision for bad 
debts. Put in tnis vague ways these 
statements sounded rather alarming, 
but why should they be put in this 
vague way? These were all matters 
of calculation, and if the right hon. 
Gentleman had taken the trouble to 
calculate what they would amount to, 
he would not have taken the trouble 
to have laid his argument before the 
Committee. Manipulation —a Custom 
House clerk at £100 a year! What was 
that on the 4!b. loaf? About one two- 
hundred-and-fiftieth part of a farthing ! 
As to interest on capital, and the pro- 
vision for bad debts, the Committee 
would remember that the interest was 
not interest on the capital value of the 
flour, but only on the amount of the 
tax. A fair provision for bad debts would 
2 per cent.; but say that the 
provision for bad debts and the 
additional capital required reached 
10 per cent., that would amount to 
bd. on the ewt. of flour, equal to one- 
hundredth part of a farthing on the 
4lb. loaf. The position, therefore, re- 
mined exactly as before, namely that the 
bakers were going to make an additional 
charge of $d. on the 4lb. loaf, whereas 
the extra cost to them was only half a 
farthing. He had ascertained from a 
baker in Glasgow that if this theory 
were correct it would mean an additional 
profit to him of £15,000 a year. Was 
that possible! If the theory of the right 
hon. Gentlemanthe Member for East Wol 
verhampton was true, he must say that 
the obvious duty of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was to multiply the 
duty by four, tor, according to that 
theory, the consumer would still only 
be charged Id. on the 41. loaf. 
It would make no difference to the con- 
sumer, but it would make a very great 
difference to the Exchequer. The _right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouth challenged the House to pro- 
duce any authority who would state that 
the cost of production should not be 
added to the selling price of the article. 


be about 
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NE 1902} Bill, 
Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 


mouthshire, W.): I never said anything of 


the kind. 


*Mr. A. BONAR LAW: Here are the 
right hon. Gentleman’s words— 

“Ts there an article in the world of which, if 
you pat an increased charge upon it, that does 
not raise the price to the consumer ?” 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: That 
is exactly what I did say. I entirely 
avoided the whole question of cost of 
production. 


*Mr. A. BONAR LAW failed to see 
that there was any difference between 
saving that the increased price was due 
to increased cost of production, and that 
the increased price was due to increased 
What was the difference? He 
did not think that he misrepresented 
the right hon. Gentleman. The right 
hon. Gentleman would certainly admit 
that in the ease of coal sent abroad the 
export duty would be an increased charge 
on that coal; but, speaking on the coal 
tax last year, the right hon. Gentleman 
said— 


charge. 


‘IT venture contidently to affirm that this 
tax will not fall on the foreign consumer, but 
on the home producer. It is on the miner that 
the burden of the shilling will fall.” 
Hon. Gentlemen maintain that 
import tax must be paid by the con- 
sumer, but, as the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth 
pointed out, that was a question of theory, 
It could not be proved by practice to 
be true—he did not say it was not 
true-—but if it could be proved that a 
single farthing of the tax was paid, not 
by the consumer, but by the producer, 
the whole theory fell to the ground, and 
every one could then judge how much 
was paid by the consumer and how much 
by the producer in the light of his own 
common sense. He would remind the 
Committee what had happened since, and 
in consequence of, the Budget. One ot 
the large American railways had reduced 
their rate for flour 25 cents per 100 lbs., 
or rather more than a fourth of the 
Budget tax. Who would get the benefit 
of that? Would the American miller ? 
The railway company would not reduce 
their rate in order to make the American 
miller richer. They did it to make sure 
that as large a proportion of flour would 
continue to come over their lines in spite 


every 
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of the change in the Budget. It was 
obvious, theretore, that, to the extent of 
2) cents per 100 lbs., the producer or his 
agents paid, and that that was not paid 
by the consumer. When it was admitted 
that a part, however small, was paid by 
the producer or his agents, the whole 
theory fell to the ground, and everyone 
must then Judge trom his own experi- 
ence. Hon. Gentlemen on that side had 
been delighted with the unanimity of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. He had not 
been long in the House, but it was the 
first time that he had ever seen hon. 
Members united. He would, however, 
advise them not to build too much on 
the tax. It seemed to him that, by the 
time they had the agitation in full work- 
ing order, they would discover that the 


people of the country would have 
found out that the tax did not mean 
any addition to the price of 
bread—no, he would not say that. 


He was not like some hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. He stated what he believed to 
he true. [Cries of “ Withdraw.”} Yes, 
he would withdraw that statement ; he 
did not mean to say that he would state 
what he believed to be true, but what he 
believed to be sound. When hon. Gentle 
men opposite had their agitation in full 
working order, people would have cis- 
covered that there was no appreciable 
addition to the price of bread, and when 
they sent out their pictures of the big 
loat and the little loaf they must 
remember that if these pictures were 
correctly drawn it would be impossible, 
without the aid of a microscope, to 
tell which was the big and which the 
little loaf. It seemed to him on that 
question, as with many others, that hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, who claimed to be the 
party of progress, were really living on 
the prejudices of the past, and were 
trying to make political capital out of the 
watch cries of their grandfathers. They 
would tind, however, that the driving 
power which was behind the Anti-Corn 
Law League was not theoretical ; it was 
not imaginarvy—it was real. That driv- 
ing power would be absent, and hon. 
Gentlemen would tind that their agitation 
would consequently fail. 


*(3.48.) Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
[ have always listened to the hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down with 
interest and attention. The opinious he 


Mr. A. Bouar Law. 
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holds are the only opinions that are 
sound ; and the opinions of all who differ 
from him are utterly unsound. I was 
not impressed with the hon. Gentleman's 
economic doctrines, which, in my opinion, 
are thoroughly unsound. He misinter- 
preted my statements, and does not see 
the difference between an objection to a 
tax which is a fixed charge on a com- 
modity under all circumstances, and a tax 
which varies at different times—a differ- 
ence which is recognised by the most 
sound economists. Therefore, | dismiss 
the hon. Gentleman’s economical argu- 
ments ; but he stands today, as he stood 
a good many weeks ago, in the character 
of a prophet. Before this tax had com- 
menced to operate, he assured the House, 
with that confidence in his own opinion 
which he displays, that it would not 
affect the price of bread at all. Within 
a week of that prediction, for all the 
lower classes of bread, which are the food 
of the poorer classes of this country the 
price was raised. Does the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer deny that? It is 
known in the East End; it is known in 
Lancashire ; it is known at Bury. Now, 
the hon. Gentleman, having failed in 
his prediction, puts forward another 
prophecy; but he must excuse me for 
placing little confidence in it. I dismiss 
the latter part of his speech, first hecause 
in theory it is perfectly unsound, and 
secondly because in point of faet it is 
entirely unfounded. 

I pass from that to another part 
of the hon. Gentleman’s speech. I 
contess | attach more importance 
to what he said with reference to 
the question of differential duties in 
respect to the colonies, and [I join with 
him altogether in his opinion that it is 
perfectly impossible that we can have a 
customs union with the colonies: and 
for this reason: the colonies cannot afford 
to part with their Protective du ies. 
The right hon. Gentleman the member 
for the Thanet Division knows that 
perfectly well, and that a customs union 
with this country would naturally be a 
Protectionist union. They ean only join 
with us on the basis of Protection. I 
received the other day a document, 
which seems to me to be an authoritative 
document. It is the manifesto of the 
Canadian Empire League. The first 


article of the constitution of the League 
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“advocates a policy between Great Britain 
and the colonies by means of which a 
discrimination in the exchange of natural 
and manufactured products will be 
made in favour of one another 
and against all others.” That is 
the only basis on which the colonies 
will deal. I will ask the House to 
examine this document in relation to the 
Budget of the present Government. It 
was issued three months before the 
Budget was introduced, and this is the 
declaration on the part of this Empire 
League, which has apparently branches 
in this country, and we may take it as 
an authentic statement of the views of, 
at all events, Canada. No doubt the 
argument is the same in the other 
colonies. It is corn and timber in 
Canada, but it would be wool in 
Australia, and so on. Therefore, we may 
apply this doctrine to all the colonies, 
and regard it as the basis of the negotia- 
tions on which the colonies will enter. 
Ata meeting of the Empire League held 
at Toronto on Ist February, 1902, the 
following resolution was passed 

* Resolved, That this meeting is of opinion 
that a special duty of 5 per cent. or 10 per 
cent. should be imposed at every port in the 
British possessions on all foreign goods.” 

Then, in a speech made on this subject, 
the President of the League said— 

* As will be seen by the admirable report, 
our League has been advocating the principle of 
ispecial duty of 5 per cent. or 10 per cent. to be 
imposed at every port in the British possessions 
on all foreign goods in order to create a fund 
for Imperial defence. There is no doubt 
something will have to be done towards taking 
our share of the common defence, and this tax 
will not only provide the funds, but will give 
every part of the Empire a preference in the 
markets of every other part over the foreigner.” 
lf that is not Protection, | wonder what 
itis. The way in which it bears on the 
Budget is stated as follows 

“New methods of taxation are absolutely 
necessary in Great Britain, and there is no 
difference in the way except the over con- 
fidence azaiust which Kipling writes, and the 
strong prejudice in the English mind against 
taxing: wheat.” 

The people who have overcome these 
prejudices are Rudyard Kipling and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. It is 
avery remarkable thing that two months 
after this declaration this tax on wheat 
appeared, As soon as the prejudices in 
the British mind against a tax on wheat 
are overcome by the joint efforts of the 
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poet and the financier, then the whole 
thing is done. There will appear the 
tax of 10 per cent. on all goods in- 
troduced into this country by the 
foreigner, and the whole thing is 
accomplished. And the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Thanet 
Division wil! be perfectly satisfied. Again 
I quote— 

“It seems ineredible that the mother 

country should refuse this after the efforts 
made by the colonies, and one cannot help 
hoping something will be done in this 
direction.” 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer yester- 
day disavowed any intention of adopting 
this policy of universal duties to be levied 
upon all foreign goods. He said we are 
to proceed on the principles of Free Trade. 
But he introduced a sentence that some- 
thing may be done in that direction, A 
great deal of doubt has been raised in 
reference to that sentence. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That sen- 
tence related solely to the idea of complete 
Free Trade between this country and the 
Colonies, which I said was impossible. 


*Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then it 
is only an impossible hypothesis. So 
long as it is taken to be only an impossible 
hypothesis Tam less dissatisfied with it 
than | was before ; though I fail to see, 
if you had Free Trade with the Colonies, 
how you could depart from the principle 
of universal Free Trade with the world. 
That is our position, and that is the 
foundation of our prosperity. The hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down said 
that Germany was successful in her com- 
petition with us. Yes, but I think 
Germany, at this moment, would be ex- 
tremely glad to have our prosperity in 
trade. Everyone knows that the condi- 
tion of German trade is far less prosperous 
than ours; it is notorious that it is on the 
wane, and not on the increase, in the com- 
petition of the world ; and therefore the 
condition of German trade is a very bad 
argument to show that their system of 
commerce is better than ours. The hon. 
Gentleman also said it was a great evil to 
puta tax on raw material. But is not 
corn a raw material? Yes, it is the raw 
material of the most valuable of all pro- 
ducts—of man and labour—and a tax upon 
corn is one of the worst taxes that could 
he imposed, for it raises the price of bread. 
We are going about the world, in China 
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and elsewhere, preaching the doctrine of Canadian Government. 


the open door. 
Russia and France that we will insist up- 
on the open door. Yet the same gentle- 
men who talk about the open door abroad 
advoeate the closed door in England. 
For the sake of the Colonies, they would 
close the of the British Empire 
against all foreign countries from whom 
we are demanding the open door abroad. 
You had better shut your mouths on the 
subject of the open door in future, if such 
a policy as this is to be adopted. | 
observe that a predecessor of the right 
hon. Gentleman in the office of Chancellor 
of the Exchequer made a statement in 
another place about the prosperity of the 
country, in consequence of its commercial 
policy, and I will add also of its currency 
policy ; and he showed the marvellous 
results, equivalent to those created by the 
magical lamp of Aladdin. Having per- 
formed by that the transformation of this 
country, which I have seen in my life 
time, in the last half century of the com- 
mercial prosperity of this community, we 
are asked to throw away the old lamp, 
and to buy the wretched new lamps 
which are now being hawked about, and 
which will destroy all the work that has 
been achieved by this policy in the past. 
T am sure there is common sense enough 
left in the people of this country, and 
I hope, at least, that there is common 
sense enough in the Government of this 
country not to play tricks with the 
fundamental principles wpon which the 
great prosperity of this country has grown, 
and upon which we have been able to com 
pete with success against all the nations 
of the world. 

(4.2.) THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
TO THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.) : This de- 
bate has been a most remarkable one in 
many respects, but I think it has been 
most remarkable for the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth and the line cf argument 
he adopted. He has gravely produced 
a pamphlet containing the Report of 
an executive Committee of a private 
Association in Canada, and has referred 
to that document as if he could find 
in it an official explanation of the in- 
tentions and policy of His Majesty's 
Government. 

*Sirn WILLIAM HARCOURT: I quoted 
it as the view to be presented by the 

Sir William Harcourt. 
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I believe I am 


We are telling Germany, perfectly justified in that statement. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | 
think the right hon. Gentleman went 
a good deal further than that, but 
if he only went as far, he might just as 
well have taken the Report of the United 
Traders Association in this country as 
being the views of this Government, and 
quote that as an official document he Was 
entitled to rely on. The views of the 
Association are entitled to the respect 
which they command on their merits, 
and for the ability with which they are 
put forth; but they are not binding on 
the Canadian Cabinet, still less on the 
Government of this country. It is 
rather a far-fetched suggestion that in 
such a Report as that is to be found the 
basis of the action which His Majesty's 
Government are now proposing. As a 
matter of fact, the Report appeared 
two months before the tax was proposed, 
Allusion has been made to a speech 
delivered by the Colonial Secretary at 
Birmingham. But in that speech the 
Colonial Secretary was coniinenting on 
a speech made by the Leader of the 
Opposition. He was not arguing in 
favour of preferential relations, but he 
was refusing to be deterred from propos- 
ing a tax which he believed to be good 
on its merits, merely because it might be 
used, if the people of this COUNLYY so 
willed, to draw closer the ties between 
the Motherland and the Colonies. That 
was a declaration which was emphasised 
by my right hon. triend the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer on Monday. The whole 
question between the Opposition and the 
Government now is that hon. and right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite wish to extort 
from the Government at this 
declaration that in no circumstances and 
at no time will they consent to prefer- 
ential arrangements with the Colonies. 
Sir, | think it would be a strange pro- 
ceeding if, before learning authoritatively 
what the Prime Ministers of the great 
self-governing Colonies intend to pro- 
pose, before hearing the arguments with 
which those Ministers may support 
their propositions, the Government were 
to slam the door in their faces and 
solemnly declare that they would not 
listen to any arguments on the subject. 
That would not be a very friendly act, 
hor a very generous recognition of the 


stage a 


spirit which they have shown, and which 
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we are unanimous in emphasising. It 
would not be courteous in dealing with 
strangers, and it would not be decent 
in dealing with our kinsmen. It was 
suggested by the 
man the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire that, unless we are prepared 
to adopt this course, we must give up 


{10 JUNE 1902} 


iby _ itself, 
'principles unlike those which 
right hon. Gentle- | 


talking about the open door in China. | 


Was ever such a preposterous suggestion 
made to an Assembly of this kind ? 
What was the open door for which we 
askedin China? It was equal opportunity 
for all nations. What possible con- 
nection ‘is there between the treatment 
which China is to accord to foreign 
Powers, and the relations which are to 
exist between Great Britain and her 
Colonies and dependencies? I confess 
that I think, in attempting to bind 
ourselves as to the future, we are rather 
premature, and straying very far from 
the merits of the proposal which is 


before us. When this tax was first 
proposed, the objections taken to it 
were of a very different kind. I think 


we should at least get back to the real 
merits of the proposal, instead of dis- 
cussing the merits of something which 
has not been proposed, and which is 
not before us. 

The objections to this tax raised by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire were on account 
of the burden it would impose upon the 
poor, and ‘he rise which it would cause 
in the price of bread. The right hon. 
Gentleman attempted to answer the 
second most remarkable speech which 


my hon. friend the Member for the 
Blackfriars Division of Glasgow has 
addressed to this House, but I confess 


that | am wholly unable to follow him 
in his expositions of the principles of 
political economy, which vary from 
time to time. According to the right 
hon. Gentleman, the principles of political 
e-onomy on a coal tax are different to 
those which apply to a corn tax. They 
are different, as far as I can understand 
the right hon. Gentleman, at different 
periods. He regards the extra cost of 
production produced by a tax, as some 
thing which is wholly different from 
any other cost of production, and which 
will affect price in a totally different 
way. and will not be governed or 
limited by the ordinary rules of 


I believe, 
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cannot 
that 
rules 


put 
sort 
and 
govern 
all other items of cost of production. 
Whatever share of the cost of pro- 
duction falls upon the producer, or 
the consumer, or the intervening 
interests dealing with corn, the price, 
will be regulated in the 
long run by the ordinary laws of supply 
and demand, and I venture to say that 
under no circumstances, in the end, 
putting the tax at its highest, can it be 
larger than the amount levied. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that it has 
already raised the price of bread, but 
when he was challenged he had to admit 
that he meant only certain prices of 
bread, and if he had been pressed still 
further he would have had to admit that 
the price had been raised only m certain 
places. Take Glasgow as an exainple. 
Has any baker raised the price of bread 


in Glasgow ? 


supply and demand. I 
a tax in a category of 
with special 


Sire WILLIAM 


not know. 


HARCOURT: I do 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 
the right hon. Gentleman had made 
inquiries he would have known. I have 


never argued that no part of this tax 
will be borne by the consumer, but 
I do say that such a sweeping state- 


ment as the right hon. Gentieman 
has made is as unfounded and un- 
supported by reason is if I were to 


assert, with equal confidence and equally 
little reason, the absolute opposite of 
what he said. The right hon. Gentleman 
and the Leader of the Opposition both 
find in this tax an economic heresy 
which they feel it necessary to stamp out 
and extinguish on its first appearance. 
I do not want to repeat more than need 
be what has been said to the Committee 
already on more than one occasion by 
more th :n one speaker as tothe different 
views which the earlier exponents and 
perhaps the more authorised exponents 
of Free Trade took of this tax. Already 
the Committee has been reminded that 
for twenty years after the Anti-Corn Law 
League was dissolved as having accom- 
plished its work, this tax remained in 
operation without, as far as | am aware, 
a single protest against it by those who 
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took part in the great Corn Law struggle. 
We know that Mr. Gladstone himself, if 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 


Montrose will allow me to say so, thought 
so little of this tax that he preferred to re- 
duce the duty on bottled wine rather than 
abolish this ** Protective’ tax. I have one 
quotation which | will venture to read to 
the House in support of this tax, which 
possibly the right hon. Gentleman ‘the 
Member for Montrose will recognise. 
It is a quotation from Mr. Cobden. He 
says— 

“By repealing the present corn laws and 
putting a fixed duty of such an amount as 
would levy the greatest revenue, we approach 
ho more to a tax on corn than on tea or 
sugar, for the purposes of revenue, By putting 
such an amount as would bring the greatest 


revenue, which probably would be found to be 


2s. a quarter. such an impulse would be given 


to the manufactures of this country while so 
vreat a shock would be experienced by our 
rivals through the augmented price of food all 
over the world, that a rapid growth of wealth 
and ierease of prosperity must take place 
throughout these coal districts of England, 
Wales, and Seotland.” 

That is what Mr. Cobden says in his 
early writings, in a pamphlet which went 
through a great number of editions. | 
am bound to say in fairness that this 
view which the editor of his 
writings says Mr. Cobden subsequently 
abandoned, and that he subsequently 
modified his views upon this point. 
Nevertheless, the argument which I have 
quoted was Mr. Cobden’s argument in 
his own words, and the correction was 
made by somebody else. If such a tax 
was as fatal to Free ‘Trade principles as 
hon. Gentlemen opposite would have us 
believe, do they suppose that, when he 
was arguing in favour of Free Trade, 
Mr. Cobden would have written in 
support of a tax of double the amount 
which the Government are now pro- 
posing ? 

At the present time there exists a 
necessity for enlarging the sources of 
our revenue and for spreading wider the 
burden of taxation borne for the advan- 
tage of all classes and accruing to the 
advantage of all classes. That assertion I 
think can hardly be contested by any one. 
It is, of course, easy to bring individual 
cases of hardship before the Committee, 
and to influence hon. Members by pro- 
ducing the family budgets of the very 
poor, and asking us if we wish, in any 
way, to make life harder to those to whom 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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it is already very hard. No one can 
have listened without being impressed 
to the description of life in the West 
of Ireland, given by the hon. Member 
who spoke from the Irish Benches, and 
who made a speech which was listened to 
with interest, and which none can have 
listened to without sympathy. I do not 
think, however, that it is quite fair to 
treat the figures he gave as the complete 
budget of those families. But if the 
Committee are to be ultimately guided 
by arguments of that kind, how far are 
you going to carry that argument! Are 
you going to be logical, or are you going 
to confine your argument to this single 
tax? We have abundant evidence that 
among the poor families of this country, 
and also in [reland, tea is a most import- 
ant article of diet. I do not say that it 
is obtainable at all times, but it does 
enter largely into the family budget. 
When we were discussing the sugar tax, 
hon. Members opposite were never weary 
of telling us that sugar was the first 
necessity of life to the poor. Are hon. 
Members opposite prepared to relieve all 
the necessaries of lite of taxation? | Cries 
of “Yes!”| Then I should be very glad 
to see the Budget which hon Members 
opposite would present to the country, 
Unless those who oppose this clause are 
prepared to sav that no necessity of life, 
or anything which can be regarded by 
the poor as a necessity ot life, is to be 
subject to taxation, it is idle to blame or 
condemn us because some portion of this 
tax will fall upon the very poor. I am 
not at all certain that tobacco is not as 
much a necessity of life | Opposition 
cries of “Oh, oh !”|—perhaps hon. Mem- 
bers will allow me to finish my argu- 
ment before they laugh. I am not at 
all certain that as much 
a necessity to some people as either tea 
and I am certain that many 
very poor people spend some portion of 
their income in alcohol. The argument 
is that these poor people ought not to 
be taxed. [An Hon. Mruper: That 
necessaries ought not to be taxed.] 
That isnot theargument. The argument 
is that you ought not to impose taxation 
on the poor, or the very poor. [An Hoy. 
Member : For the necessaries of life.| It 
is difficult to carry on a discussion in this 
House in the face of these interruptions. 
The right hon. Gentleman correctly states 
That we 


tobacco is not 


or sugar, 


that we are adding another tax. 
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are prepared to defend, but your argu- 
ment, if you carry it toa logical conclusion, 
means that there should be no tax at all 
m those people. Unless hon. Gentlemen 
posite mean that there should be no 
tax at allon the bread of the poor, half of 
the arguinents that they have used and 
gven-eighths of their rhetoric falls to the 
gound and has no meaning whatever. 
We do not wish to place an undue share 
i the burdens on the poor, but when you 
whether the share is undue or 
yot vou must look not at one tax alone, but 
at the whole of our taxes ; and the com- 
for the heavier force with 
which this individual tax presses on the 
ery poor, or on the poor, than on the 
rich, is to be found in those burdens which 
press not with greater force on the rich 
than on the poor, but which press on the 
rich alone, and leave the poor tree. That 
wme proportion of taxation should be 
horne by those who direct the policy ot 
the country, and who control the expendi- 
ture, is to my mind the only safe ground 
for any Government to take up, and the 
nly ground which promises that due 
egard should be had to the value to be 
tained, and to the importance of the 
ject sought, when any new expenditure 
is pressed upon us by any class of the 
community. For my part, | have always 
willing to admit some 
portion of this tax would be borne by 
the consumers, and that among the con- 
sumers even the poor would pay some 
portion of it; but that a tax of an eighth 
fa penny on the 4lb loaf, is to make 
the difference between comiort and lack 
{ comfort, between pauperism and 
superiority to pauperism, [ do not 
believe anybody can prove, and I do not 
think anybody can bring a reasonable 
argument to show that that will be the 
This tax, even if the whole of it 
ills on the consumer, is a very small 
portion of the weekly budget of any 
family. I ealeulate that to a London 
family, for instance, earning 20s. a week 
among its members this tax would not 
be 2 penny a week. I not believe 
that a tax like that is one that they 


msider 


yensation 


0 


been that 


“ase. 


1 
ao 


will grudge. I do not believe it is one 
that will seriously affect their comfort. 


Yn these grounds | have throughout 
supported this tax, and it is on these 
grounds that we commend it to the 
acceptance of the Committee. I think 
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had in this House, as indicated when 
the subject was previously under dis- 
cussion, we have no need to fear the 
verdict which will now be given. 


*(4.35.) Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 5.) 
said he would not deal at length with 
those minute and fine-spun arguments of 
which the Committee had heard so much. 
This place, after all, was not a debating 
school or a lecture room for the discus- 
sion of the minuter and more compli- 
cated details of political economy. If they 
dealt on sound principles with the 
general tendency and bearing of the tax, 
they would go as far as they could pro 
perly go here at present. He maintained, 
first of all, that this was a Protective 
tax, and thus objectionable. He did not 
care about good intentions in this matter. 
It was pretended to be a tax imposed only 
for revenue purposes, and not with a Pro- 
tective design. ‘That did not alter its 
nature. The intention in the proposer s 
mind was quite immaterial. Whatever 
the intentions of the proposal might be, 
its effect was essentially Protective or 
restrictive. It was said to be a doubtiul 
question to what extent the tax would 
be borne by the ultimate consumer. 
That might be, with regard to different 
subjects of taxation, a highly complicated 
question ; but when a tax was imposed 
on the import of an article also produced 
at home, its tendency always was to 
increase the cost to the consumer. He 
happened to have lived almost all his 
lite in a country which was_ blessed 
with innumerable Customs duties. Some- 
times they were called duties imposed 
for revenue, but they were always duties 
which no one here would call other 
than Protectionist. ‘Uhey imposed serious 
restrictions on the foreign producer, more 
or less to the adyantage ot the home 
producer, at ihe expense of the home 
consumer. The question as to the pre- 
cise extent to which a tax ona particular 


article fell on the consumer was. he 
‘agreed, not always answered by adding 
’ 


‘rom the assurances of support we have | 


the full a:nount of the tax and traders 
profits thereon to the charges incidental 
to the 
with the law of supply and demand 
and of competition, as affected by the 
condition artificially produced by the 
restriction. There was also the higgling 


cost. They had always to deal 
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ot the market to be takeninto considera 
tion. The desire of the foreign producer 
to retain the market he had made, or to 
make a new market, sometimes induced 
him temporarily to part with some por- 
tion of his large profit, and thus to 
reduce the increase of charge to the con- 
sumer. ‘lo that extent he made the hon. 
Gentleman opposite a present of the 
argument that there might be casés in 
which the foreign producer did, in a 
sense, temporarily bear a portion of the 
tax. It was useless to go into these 
discussions. The fact remained that the 
tendency was universal, and the varia- 
tions of degree were, for the present pur- 
pose, immaterial. 

That being the case, the present pro- 
posal was objectionable in this country, 
which justly boasted of being a Free 
Trade country, because it was the reintro- 
duction of the Protective principle. The 
hon. Member for the Blackfriars Division 
oi Glasgow pointed out that here was a 
case where the masses held the power 
if they knew it, and true there was no 
danger of unjust advantage to the 
But who pretended that the 
classes did not hold power far out of 
proportion to their numbers! Their con- 
centrated strength, capital, and organis- 
ing facility would always give them 
far more than their fair share of political 
power in this country, because the masses 
could not use the power they possessed 
in proportion to their real strength. 
The hon. Member had said that this tax 
was not dangerous. But the fact was 
that from the crew of Free Traders no tax 
could be proposed so dangerous as the 
corn tax, because it gave reason to the 
whole manufacturing population, not 
agriculturists, to say, Our bread istaxed; 
you alter our position for the worse ; give 
us, too, relief.” Thus if a tax upon corn 
were imposed ‘the door of Protection 
would at once be opened, and they 
would be asked to tax a large number 
of the products, which were imported 
and came into competition with our own 
manufastures. This would be the cry of 
the member for Sheffield. this was why 
he had cheered the tax. He (Mr. Blake) 
would object to this tax even if it were 
not Protective, because it was a tax on 
the staff of life. on the cheapest food of 
the poorest persons, and pressing most of 
all on the poorest of all. It was very 

Mr. Blake. 
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well for the Secretary to the Treasury to 
call for rigorous logical demonstration 
before allowing weight to these argn- 
ments. But in matters of taxation jt 
passed the wit of men to devise a sym- 
metrical and logical system by which 
there would be equality of sacrifice for 
all It was only possible to 
produce some very rude approximation 
to justice, but it wasa true doctrine 
that the very poorest should be bur. 
dened as little as possible. In order 
that a man should pay taxes he must 
live. They must not starve the goose 
that laid the golden egg. It was only 
out of the surplus after keeping body 
and soul together that one could pay. 
But this tax hit not merely or most 
heavily the average mechanic, but the 
poorest of the poor. ‘Then the true 
economic interests of the State, not less 
than the dictates of humanity, forbade 
in tax which would starve them more. 

It was all very well for the hon. 
Gentleman opposite to say that the poor 
were compensated by the circumstances 
that the rich paid taxes which did not 
operate upon them. In the cases he was 
pleading tor it was no compensation. But 
he denied that the taxes imposed on the 
rich had no effect on the poor, and in 
support of that he would quote 
words by the Chancellor otf the 
Exchequer on 16th May, 1900, when 
he made a speech in which he pointed 
out the virtues of economy and the 
serious condition of the country. The 
right hon. Gentleman said— 

**We knew very well what happened in our 
private affairs if we allowed our expenditure, 
year by year for a series of years, to increase 


classes. 


view 


used 


more than our income, and suddenly our in- 
come and our power of earning income 
diminished. Well, he did not say that the 


country would be absolutely ruined, but he 
did say that if we went on as we were going 
now, there might be very bad times in store 
for the people of the country, and particularly 
the working Wealthy men could 
reduce their expenditure with little incon- 
venience. But how? By giving less employ- 
ment than before, and that loss would fall 
upon men who wanted employment, and would 
be deprived, perhaps, of their daily bread.’ 
Yes. that daily bread about which in 
these debates they were discussing 
whether it should be directly taxed of 
not! 

**He had spoken, perhaps, at too great 
length on the subject, but he had spoken as he 
had because it was a subject on which he him- 
self felt deeply, and was bound to feel deeply, 
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all 


as the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and on 
which it was his plain and bounden duty to 
speak to the country at large.” 

He denied that the tax eould be defended 
by setting up that arbitrary balance 
which was proposed to be struck between 
direct and indirect taxation. He con- 
ceived that the new and absolutely 
arbitrary canon that there should be 
about equal sums levied in this country 
from the one source of taxation and 
the other, was utterly unjustifiable, 
because the proportion really depended 
upon the condition and relative ability 
ot those who paid taxes as a whole, 
upon the wealth and paying capacity of 
the indirect as compared with the direct 
taxpayers which might be one way or 
the other. There was thus no ground 
for an equal division. Besides the ques- 
tion was not so simple. The rich paid 
something in direct taxation though to 
them it was a mere fleabite. The poor, 
as he had shown, were touched by 
indirect taxation ; it might be little, but 
till it might seriously affect the con- 
dition of the very poor. The dogma 
ot the even balance between direct 
and indirect taxation was incapable of 
being supported either by reason or 
practical facts. Then as this corn tax 
would open the door more than any 
other to the agitation for Protection 
in this country, and also to the scheme 
for preferential taritts, hence it followed 
that the question of the permanence of 
the tax was a very serious thing. He 
accepted absolute ly the declaration of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that this 
tax had not by the 
Government in view of Protection or 
preferential duties; but when the tax 


heen proposed 


Was once put on it would give the 
greatest facilities to them or their 


successors for introducing these schemes, 
and when they came to consider the 
possibility of that danger the thing be- 
came serious indeed. ‘Time had always 


made very quick changes amongs 
politicians as well as other persons. Still 
the tendencies that produced those 


changes were frequently manifested | ng 
the change occurred. Changes 
themselves took place more rapidly in 


detore 


these days than former'y: and while 
he gave the Chancellor of the Ex- 
cheyuer full eredit for what he said 


and for being determined that this tax 
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should not be utilised in the sense and 
for the purpose suggested, he was not 
at all so sure that at some future day the 
tax would not be employed for the pur- 
poses which had been referredto. He was 
not so certain of the resisting power of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer as of 
his absolute straightforwardness in the 
statement he had made as to his present 
intentions. It had sometimes appeared 
to him that the phrase applied by 
Bismarck to the distinguished statesman 
at the head of the Government was not 
altogether inapplicable to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer; and that he was not 
iron, but rather a lath painted to look 
like iron. He had noticed even in refer- 
ence to the statements the right hon. 
Gentleman had made the previous dayand 
that day, certain alterations from former 
utterances in temper, phrase, and tone, 
which were very remarkable. Hewished 
tosaythat his great dependence for safety 
in the future against the dangers to which 
reference had been made, and which had 
impressed themselves so much on so 
many members of the Committee, was 
that if they came to close grips on this 
subject in the Conference with the lead- 
ing men of the Colonial Empire, conver- 
sant with the revenue needs of their 
different Colonies, it would be found 
impossible to frame a system of British 
and Colonial preferential duties. as against 
the outside world, which would be at all 
favourable to this country, and in which 
the disadvantages of such a scheme would 
not be far greater than the advantages. 
And so, in his opinion, though depending 
on more complicated considerations, as to 
the Colonies themselves. The hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down rathe1 
deprecated the idea of a plain expression 
of opinion in Parliament on this subject, 
before the Conference, and thus before 
there was any committal by the Executiv: 
Government. But he wholly differed. 
They ought to have plain expressions. 
In truth they had had some, which le 
rejoiced to quote. On the 24th October, 
1900, the Chancellor of the Excheqt er, 
speaking at Liverpool, after a great com 
mercial congress had taken place, said- 
“There are two subjects which stand on 
prominently from the debates (in the Cong res- 
which T should like to say a few 
The first was a desire for a Commercial Union, 
a closer commercial union throughout tle 
parts of the Empire; the 
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dilferent 
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was a greater organisation for the common 
defence of the Empire. Now, with regard 
to the first, naturally enough, there were 
great divergencies of opinion. The result 
of your discussion was somewhat indefinite, 
because the subject was approached by some 
from the Protectiouist point of view, and by 
others from the Free Trade point of view. 
Gentlemen, | wish to say for myself that | am 
convinced that it is impossible to appreach this 
subject from a Protectionist point of view. I 
do not believe in the idea of preferential duties 
in favour of our Colonies, as compared with 
foreign countries on the imports of the United 
Kingdom. [do not want to argue the ques- 
tion tonight. I think if I had to argue it I 
could show you that any such duties would be 
dangerous to the utmost degree to our 
foreign trade, which is essential to the pros- 
perity of the country. But I may venture 
to say this much, that I entirely sympathise 
with the remark which | saw recently in the 
Press attributed to Sir Wilfred Laurier, the 
Prime Minister of Canada, when he said that 
in his opizion an Imperial Zollverein, though far 
distant in the future, was only possibly attain- 
able with absolute Free Trade throughout the 
Empire. Tam onfident that this great question 

and it is a great question—can only be ap- 
proached and dealt with on the principle of 
Free Trade, and that any attempt to deal 
with it on any other principle is unkind and 
unfair to oul themselves, and is 
them as to the possibility of 
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public feeling in this country. To 
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tax on food from foreign countries, in 


of triumphing in the course of 
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hostility. He had seen the countenance 
of one of those right hon. Gentlemen 
present at these debates, but not that of 
the other, on whose responsibility and ut- 
terances these debates had largely turned, 
But if the cat had not appeared the kitten 
showed, and worthily represented the 
parent's views. He would, however, 
say in justice to the Colonial Secretary, 
that although he had not recently 
retreshed his memory with reference to 
all that the right hon. Gentleman had 
said in public in the past, he did 
not remember to have seen any state- 
ment of his which was other than a 
suggestion to deal with this subject on 
the basis of absolute Free Trade between 
this country and the Colonies. The 
suggestion which had been made was 
that if there Free Trade 
with the Colonies, duties on articles of 
large consumption here, such as corn, 
timber, wool, and beef from foreign 
countries might be imposed. lle re- 
membered that as soon as the Colonial 
Secretary found that that principle of 
absolute inter-linperial Free Trade was, as 
he ought to have known it must be, 
deemed impossible by those with whom 
conterring, his proposal was 
withdrawn. He had himself not observed 
in any public utterance of the right 
Gentleman any ground for the 
assumption that he and his colleagues 
would press this subject except on a basis 
ot Free Trade throughout the Empire. 
He owned he thought the earlier 
utterances of the Chancellor meant. 
as the condition oi a fiscal union, Iree 
Trade not limited to the Empire. But, 
any view was fatal to the 
plan now in the air. And thus tlhe re did 
not ‘ound for active hostilities at 
the moment between the Chancellor and 
the Secretary, though that might come 
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organising zeal which has made manufac- 
turing, trading, carrying, and emigrating 
England the envy of the world, and thus 
to maintain her position. 
tim: he thought there were circumstances 
they could not overbear, and conditions 
which, especially as regarded America, 
forbade the hope of their retaining the 
absolute predominance they had so long 
enjoyed. Yet he believed they would 
be able to fight their adversaries and be 
measurably successful, if they did not 
throw away their weapons, if they did 
not cast down the structure they had 
raised, if they did not destroy the founda- 
tions upon which alone they could 
maintain their prosperity. England's 
great advantage was that her policy did 
not rest on artificial and_ restrictive 
methods. Their position was that they 
rested on a solid foundation. They 
nvited the whole world here, and got 
wha! they could of the world’s trade. 
lhey not only preached, but they prac- 
tised. Free Trade, as best not for them- 
selyes alone, but for all the world. But 
the moment they resorted to other 
methods they armed every Protection 
ist country with a weapon which they 
would be only too delighted to obtain. 
Let them keep true to the principles by 
which they had triumphed; and then 
though the struggle must be strenu- 


ous, it would be glorious. It was 
because he deeply felt these things tor 


both these isiands that he deplored the 
introduction of a tax on the first 
necessary of life, and its effect on the 
thief raw material of manutacture— 
labour: a tax which, whatever the 
intentions of the Government might 
be. was in its nature and 
restrictive and, theretore, a 
tax. It was because he felt deeply with 
regard to the impolicy and mistortune 
of this tax, in the burden it laid on the 
por and on trade, in the dark example 
it set to the world, in the evil hopes 
t produced here and abroad, and in the 
lever, ge it gave tor its own applicati 
ind extension, that he should 
rainst it now and 


essence a 


Prot ctive 


yote 


on every future 


5.5.) Mr. TOULMIN (Laneashire, 
Bury) said thatthe reason for his inte 
vention in this debate was indicated by 
some observations which fell from one 
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The 
hon. Member had said that the power 
had passed ‘rom the landed interest to 
the industrial classes, and he was, it 
happened, the Member representing the 
only industrial constitueney which had 
had the opportunity of expressing an 
opinion upon this tax, and it was for 


‘that reason he desired to say a few 
words upon it. He could not follow 
the hon. Gentleman the Secretary to 


the Treasury in his interpretation of 
the views of Cobden. He had quoted 
the words used by Cobden when he 


was attacking what appeared to be an 
almost impregnable citadel. No doubt, 
at that time Cobden would have pre- 
ferred a duty of 2s. to ove of 40s., but it 
did not follow that because he then 
preferred a duty of 2s. he would have 
desired to re-impose a duty thirty years 
after it had been done away with alto- 


gether. In dragging the names of Mr. 
Gladstone and Mr. Cobden into a 
debate ot this kind, Members were 
leaving the region of facts for the 


region of hypothesis ; but, coming trom 
Cobden’s country, he had no doubt of 
what his opinion would have been 
now. It was with deep regret that 
the Liberal party had seen the free 
breakfast table of the people disappear- 
ing in the distance. When they taxed 
sugar, tea, tobacco, and other necessaries 
of the working man and his family, each 
tax was an argument against extending 
that list, and each tax was an added 
burden which decreased the surplus 
above the barest necessities of life. le 
felt as if he were drawing the discussion 
from the infinitely great to the infinitely 
little. They heard a discussion on 
Monday as to the amount of the surplus, 
the estimates ranging trom £6,000,000 
to £40,000,000, but h 
from millions, which 
judgment of these who talked 
to consider 
eighth of a 


number of 


wished to turn 
demoralised the 
of them, 
the sacrifice which even an 
penny multiplied by the 
mouths in poor family 
night entail. 

The right hon. Member for Thanet had 
spoken of this tax of £2,500,000 as paltry 
and contemptible, but it did not strike 
him as being paltry when |! 
had to 
it—the consumer. 


lered 
weight of 
rhis tax, at the best, 


consis 


those who bear the 


took as much from the poor man as the 
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rich ; but the poor man, eating as he did 
more bread than the rich man, in fact 
paid more of the tax thanthe rich man. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer him- 
self realised that there was a_ point 
beyond which taxes on the poor must 


not be increased. ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman had refused to allow’ in- 


habited house duty to be imposed on 
rentals under £20 a year, and said that 
the burden of rent was already so great 
that to impose house duty on people 


occupying such houses would — be 
cruelty indeed. What would the 
3d. house duty be in such a case ? 
It would be a 3d. or Id. a week. But 


the right hon. Gentieman allowed a tax 
on grain which would affect the poor to 
a very much greater extent. The cost 
of this tax would be 3d. or 6d. a week 
according to the size of the fam ly. 
There was a large class far below the 
£10 householder, 30 per cent ot 
the population of York lived in houses 
rented at less than £10 a year and a 
similar state of things existed in many of 


our manulacturing centres. If it was 
cruelty to tax the £10 or £20 house 


was it to tax those below 
that scale: those who were struggling 
to keep a household together? It 
on that class this tax most heavily 
press ‘d in its incidence. This class was 
Into it families were 


holder what 


was 


not a fixed class. 
continually rising or falling Just when 
their children were young. It 
class that might be 
underfed, and diminishing the food of this 
class was undermining the stamina of th: 
The Secretary of State for the 


was a 


characterised as 


nation. 
Colonies had spoken of the arguments 
as appeals to the selfish 
(Mr. 


1 ] 
had 


against this tax s 
the working classes. H: 
rather resented that. HH: 


ness of 
Toulmin 
recently attended a conterence ol ‘Trad: 
Unions. Co Operacive Societie _and Work 
ing Women’s Guilds at Manchester, 
j 300.000 


ly of 


workers. or 


repres nting 
mubuion, 


population 
there was no 
course of the debate at that 
that he would be 
hefore this House. ‘That conterence 
in the strongest manner 
this tax. Selfishness and the desire to 
serve class interests was not confined t 


and 
the 
conferenc 


pre ba! 
argument used in 
t 


ashamed to bring 


I ad 
] ] 
condemned 


such feelings 
this 


the working men, and il 
animated hon. 


Mr. Toulmin. 


Members of Louse 
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they did not animate those who were 
endeavouring toserve the working men, 
Those who knew the poor best knew 
most of the iniquity of this tax. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
followed the incidence of the tax down 


| to the £10 householder, but he did not 


ithe right hon. Gentleman. 


follow his tax far enough into the homes 
of the poor. He advised the horse- 
keepers to pass the tax on to the 
But the class for which 
he (Mr. ‘loulmin) spoke could not do 
that —charwomen and the like who 
earned 2s. a day could not raise the 
price of their labour, and often could 
not get enough work even at the 
price they charged ; the casual labourer 
who had to take a job at whatever price 
he could get: and others who lived on 
the verge of starvation. Did the right 
hon. Gentleman know where bread was 
sold by the halipennyworth? He had 
been in such a shop kept by an old lady 
who had been a Tory for sixty years, 
but had been converted by the action of 
She bought 
ten loaves for ls. 6d. and cut them up 
into eight slices and sold two slices for a 
halfpenny, making 2d. by selling forty 
halfpennyworths. She sold with them a 
halfpennyworth of tea and sugar mixed, 
both taxed: and a halfpennyworth of 
margarine, which not yet taxed 
She now had to either raise her price or 
reduce the size of tlie slices. When he 
looked at the poor creatures who came 
for the bread he thought it a very hard 
alternative. She dreaded the tax and 
its Whether the tax 
oppressive or not in its immediate 
incidence. the right hon. Gentleman by 
his action had sent fear into the cottages 
of the land. There was a_ footprint 
outside the 


consumers. 


Vas 


extension. was 


cottages now that had not 
een seen for fifty years. The right 
hon. Gentleman would have them 
believe that the wolf was not at the 


door, but the people of Lancashire knew 
the ootprint. The footprint, they were 
told, was there for twenty years altel 
the repeal of the Corn Laws, but it was 
anold footprint which disappeared when 


\Ir. Gladstone became Prime Minister. 
the footprint, now, was new one. 


ined the tax as Protectionist, 
might introduce 


difficulties in commercial 


lie conden 
hecause it serious 
relations with 


our colonies and with foreign nations. 
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and because in its incidence upon the 
working classes it was unequal and 
oppressive, and a dangerous reversal of 
our settled policy. 


5,24.) Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
said he only intervened in the debate to 
note aninconsistency revealed by thestate- 


ment of the right hon, Member for West 
Monmouth. The right hon. Gentleman 


had said and reiterated in an interrup- 
tion to the Secretary to the Treasury 
that every increase in taxation of a 
commodity meant an increase in price to 
the consumer. That was the right hon. 
Gentleman's proposition. He thought it 
was 2 remarkable proposition, and he was 
therefore encouraged to look back to the 
report of the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman in introducing his Budget of 


1894, when he increased the duty on 
heer and spirits. He found there the 
right hon. Gentleman dealt with the 


subject at length. He commenced with 
an exordium, such as Chancellors of 
the Exchequer were apt to indulge in, and 
declared that the addition of 6d. to the 
duty on a barrel of beer could hardly be 
levied on a quart, and hoped that he 
would not be told that his proposal was 
robbing a poor man of his beer. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : It was 
robbing a man of his beer to serve him 
with beer and water instead. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said the right 
hon. Gentleman did not think it judicious 
tosay that in 1894. When it was said 
that this tax on bread stood in an ex- 
ceptional position by itself, a tax wholly 
wlike any other tax, when they 
evidently thought that it would impose a 


burden on the poor quite in a different 
sense to any other tax, the canons of 
taxation had been overlooked. Every 


taxpayer makes the burden of the tax 
fall on that part of his expenditure to 
which he attaches least importance. 
Contrast this tax with the tax on tea or 
spirits—supposing bread and spirits were 
taxed. It made no difference to a man 
what were taxed. Suppose he wished the 
lax On spirits to come out of the bread 
he bought less bread, and the mone v he 
saved out of bread be spent in spirits ; but 
if, on the other hand, he desired to make 
the — pay he bought less spirits and 
more bread. Hon. Members might laugh, 
but that was the plain truth. The tax 
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on bread would oceupy a peculiar and 
exceptional position only with those who 
ate bread only, but he thought it would 
be found there were no such people. He 
quite agreed that a tax might be put 
upon bread which might cast a very 
heavy burden indeed upon the poor, but 
nobody suggested that this was a heavy 
burden. What the tax meant was a 
general impost that would be paid by 
everybody. Were hon. Members opposite 
going to argue that when all governed all 
were not to pay? If they adopted that 
principle, they would adopt a principle 
very dangerous to the democracy not 
only of this country but of the whole 
world. He supported the principle that 
as all governed all must pay; that was 


the only principle embodied in this 
Bill and, therefore, he supported the 
Bill. 


*(5.30.) Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, 
Crewe) contended that if there was good 
cause to protest against this tax when 
first proposed, there was much greater 
justification for opposing it now that a 
blessed peace had supervened, and the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer was no 
longer under the necessity of raising 
money for war expenditure. The 


Secretary to the Treasury and others 
had endeavoured to convict the 
Opposition of inconsistency in opposing 
the tax on the ground that the old 
registration duty was retained by Mr. 
Gladstone and Mr. Peel fora considerable 
number of years. But could it be 
contended that it was the same thing to 
allow the continuance for a limited 
time of the last remnant of an 
oppressive tax, while a multitude of 
other articles, with claims second only to 
that of corn for relief from taxation, were 
being freed as to re-impose the duty 
after a generation of absolute freedom 
from import duties? The 


two cuses 
were totally different. At that time 
two-thirds of the corn consumed was 


grown at home, whereas now nearly 
three-fourths of it was imported, so that 
a tax, however small, would have a 
much greater effect on the food of the 
people now than then. They were 
ie eo in times of distress, when 
commerce was depressed, and employ- 


ment scarce, to have the spectre of 
Protection—whether in the guise of 
L 
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fair trade, reciprocity, or bimetallism— 
brought forward, but it was an extra- 
ordinary circumstance that after a 
period of boundless prosperity they 
should be discussing the whole ques- 
tion of Free Trade and Protection. Up 
to the period of the Repeal of the Corn 


Laws our foreign trade stood station- 
ary at £120,000,000; it was now 


£750,000,000, even after deducting 
the £50,000,000 or £60,000,000 which 
came to this country for re-exportation ; 
and the income tax, which thirty or 
forty years ago yielded only £1,000,000 
for every penny imposed, now brought 
in £2,500,000. If these, added to the 
fact that we owned one-half of the 
mercantile shipping, and three-fourths 
of the carrying trade of the whole world, 
were not indications of abounding pros- 
perity, he did not know where to look 
for such tokens. Whatever proposals 
might have been made for the imposition 
of duties on manufactured articles, he 
had believed it to be accepted as a firm 
and abiding principle that the free 
import of food and of raw materials was 
the very life-blood of our prosperity. It 
was true that this was only a small tax, 
but it made all the difference between a 
thing being absolutely and_ spotlessly 
clean, and being not quite clean—the 
difference between having free imports 
and not having free imports. It was a 
reactionary and dangerous step; it was a 
tax graduated in exactly the wrong direc- 
tion. The burden would be practically 
unfelt by the rich and the middle classes ; 
it would be felt to some extent by the 
working classes with good wages; but it 
would be severely felt by the very poor. 
Let Ministers say what they liked, 
was a Protective tax. On the 8,000,000 
quarters of wheat grown in this country 
it was a gift at the rate of 2s. per acre 
to the owner or occupier, and it was a 
still greater Measure of protection to the 


home miller as against the importer of 


flour. <A good deal had been said about 
the prosperity of America and Germany, 


but would the British working man like 
to change places with the working man of 


Germany ? [le wouldfind that wages there 
were lower, the hours of labour longer, and 
that, owing to the delightful system of 
Protection, a great deal more had to be 
paid for articles than was the 
The United States 
Mr. Tomkinson. 


case here. 
had absolute Free 
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Trade between her twenty-two States: 
she had an area twenty times the 
extent of that of the United Kingdom ; 
she had every element of wealth to her 
hand; she had coal and iron and a 
climate which could produce almost 
everything, and was consequently less 
dependent upon foreign commodities 
than any other country. She could 
not help being prosperous in spite of 
her Protection. Yet, notwithstanding 
their Protection, we sent to Germany 
and America about £30,000,000 of 
manufactured goods every year. In 
other words, those two countries, al- 
though Protective against us, were two 
of our best customers, and took about 
one-fourth of our total exports. We 
ought to rejoice in the prosperity of 
other countries, because the more pros- 
perous they were the more they bought 
from us. The Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer had challenged the opponents of 
this tax to suggest anything 
which he could have had_ recourse. 
Tobacco could well bear a further 
impost, but, in any case, a tax should 
be put upon anything in the world 
rather than the food ot the people. It 
would have been better to have put 
another penny on the income tax, or to 
have reduced the exemption limit to 
£100. To aay that because tea, 


else to 


sugar, 
and tobacco were already taxed it was 
justifiable to go on and tax the first 


necessity of life was an extraordinary 
and untenable argument. It was quite 
right that the people who shouted for 
the war should help pay for it: but 
the people who would be most affected 
by this tax were not the supporters of 
the war. The consumers of beer and 
tobaeco were the people who shouted for 
the war. and they should have been 
further taxed before a burden was 
placed on the bread of the poor. It 
had been suggested that the op; osition 
to this tax was not genuine, but 
being manufactured tor electioneering 
purposes. It he did not place the 
country’s interest far above that of 
Party he would rejoice at its retention, 
but he most earnestly and deeply 
deplored the decision oi the Govern- 
ment in regard to it, for he had hoped 
that when peace was declared the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would have 
withdrawn this tax. 


was 
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*5.50.) Mr. DAVID MACIVER 
Liverpool, Kirkdale) said that if he 


thought the effect of the proposal 
a the Government was anything 
ike that which had been described 


by the hon. Member he would not 
support it. Recently he had been able 
i ascertain the views of a large body 


; working men upon the Budget, 
jor at Liverpool only a_ little more 
thn a week ago they had a great 


geeting of the Conservative Working 
\len’s Federation. Nearly 600 of these 
lelegates from all parts of Lancashire 
nd Cheshire met at Liverpool and 


elared their opinion in the plainest 
possible manner in favour of the 
Budget. Did hon. Members believe for a 


moment that if those working- men 
thought the grain duties were going 
0 fall upon the poor they would have 
assed a resolution in favour of the 
Budget 2 One of the speakers had with 
jim a report of the Colonial Secretary’s 
seech at Birmingham, and he quoted 
‘om it those paragraphs which hon. 
Members opposite were most disposed to 
call into question, and the meeting wound 
iy with a resolution expressing a hope 
that when the Colonial Premiers came to 
London the (tovernment would take the 
pportunity of endeavouring to negotiate 
rith them for preferential trade with the 
Colonies. Therefore, at this great meet- 
ng, Which he had alluded to, they were 
not only in favour of the Budget, but 
lso of preferential trading tariffs between 
this country and the Colonies 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 


S.): It was a ticket meeting. 


*Mr. DAVID MACIVER said those 
rorking-men understood somethingabout 
rithmetic, and they were able to calculate 
ior themselves that 5d. on flour 
vas not equivalent to a halfpenny ora 
enny per loaf which some bakers were 
tying to get out of them. Ii those 
rorking-men had lelieved this they 
rould not have supported the Budget. 
( the speech of the hon. Member 
lor Kast Mayo repres nted the true state 
ithings in Ireland, then he maintained 
that it was the duty of Parliament to 


per cwl. 
H 


take some steps to relieve that distress. 
He \ lied, however, to point out that 
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the Finance Bill would have no appreci- 
able effect upon the poor people the hon. 
Member for East Mayo had spoken 
about. He would also point out to the 
hon. Member that Indian corn was not 
imported direct to Ireland for it came 
to Liverpool first. He thought that if 
Irish Members would demand a reason- 
able measure of protection for Irish in- 
dustries they would be doing a good 
deal for the country. Free Trade had 
ruined Ireland: and therefore the re- 
sponsibility of the state of Ireland rested 
at the door of the right hon. Gentleman 
and hon. Gentlemen opposite. Free Trade 
had caused the working population of the 
rural districts to flock into the towns 
where they had to live in slums, and it 
nad ruined agriculture. He entirely 
lisagreed with what had been said in 
regard to the money not being required. 
Hon. Members, no matter on whose side 
of the House they sat, could believe 
therwise than that the basis of taxation 
ought to be widened, and the money 
required could not be got in any other 
way. He should like to see import 
luties levied upon other articles and 
upon manufactured goods. They wanted 
increased revenue for education, and 
the charges for education in his opinion 
ought not to go on the rates, but upon 
the Imperial revenue. and the money 
would have to come from the Customs. 
Upon this subject he had not been to 
sleep for the last fifty years like some 
hon. Members opposite. They resembled 
Rip Van Winkle for they thought things 
were the same now as When they went 
to sleep in the days before there were 
steamers, when circumstances were 
altogether different than they were now. 
Free ‘Trade was now dead all over the 
world. All civilised world 
against it, and the only supporters of 
Free Trade outside these shores were the 
lurks, for every great nation in th 
world had adopted protection. The 
opinions of hon. Members on either side 
of the House in regard to the question 
where the tax would ultimately fa!l, were 
not of the smallest weight unless they 
were able to give some reason for the 
opinions they held. He could give a 
reason for the opinion which he held, thai 
the tax would not in any large measure 
fall upon the consumer. Every business 
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him that there were two parties to 
a transaction, and that the one 
most anxious to do business had to 
give way to the other in the matter of 
price. The producers of wheat, maize, 
and the other articles which would be 
atfected by this tax were much more 
anxious to sell than we were to buy. 


The countries which produced wheat 
were numerous—the United States, 
Canada, India, New Zealand, Australia, 


and the Argentine—and not one of these 
countries could sell their produce in any 
large quantity except to Great Britain. 
{An Hox. Member: “Oh!”] Somebody 
said “Oh!” but what he had stated was a 
fact, and, therefore, Great Britain was a 
valuable market to them, and not one of 
them was of the smallest value to Great 
Britain. If we were to cut off the whole of 
our trade with the United States, in 
the course of a few months all the 
food supplies we wanted would come 


from our own Colonies and from the 
Argentine. If we were to close our 


ports against United States produce, could 
any gentleman name a country where 
they could sell it There was no country 
in the world except Great Britain to 
which they could export their produce 
without paying a very much larger duty 
than that which it was now proposed 
to impose. The foreign producers would 
have to pay the duty, and they would 
have to reduce their prices if they wanted 
to sell to us, 


(6.4.) Mr. CROMBIE (INineardineshire) 
said the hon. Member for the MKirkdale 
Division began his speech with the remark- 
able statement that political considerations 
did not enter into the result of the Bury 
election. He would ask the hon. Gentle- 
man whether political 
entered into the deliberations of the 
Conservative working men. The hon 
Gentleman also told the Committee that 
foreign countries were so anxious to sell 
to us that they would do so at any price. 
According to that argument, he wondered 
why they did not give us corn in a present. 
He admitted that it was possible to 
exaggerate what might happen under 
this tax. It was a small one, and would 
not produce immediate starvation or 
immediate ruin throughout the country. 
His point Was a different one. He 
would vote against the tax because it 
was a departure on a new and ruinous 
road. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 


Mr. David Muclver. 


considerations 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


292 


complained of being called a “sign. 
post.” Well, a “sign-post” was a most 
useful article It was placed where 
two roads diverged, and told which 
was the right and which the wrong 
road. If the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would fulfil that function he would he 
doing a good turn to the country. We 
stood at present at the divergence of the 
two roads—the roadof Protectionand that 
of Free Trade. ‘They might be separated at 
first by nothing but a hedge, and for a 
mile or two there might only be a field 
between them, but one of those roads 
would lead to ruin and the other to 
financial prosperity. Let every Gentle 
man remember that in voting for this 
tax he was voting for a tax upon bread 
and for the beginning of preferential 
duties which would inevitably lead to 
the taxation of the whole of our raw 
materials. This could be proved from 
what the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said. The right hon. Gentleman in 
introducing the tax said that he never 
contemplated its being used for a 
preferential duty. No doubt the in- 
tentions of the right hon, Gentleman 
were honest. When a man threw down 
a match carelessly and his house took 
fire no doubt he did not intend it, but 
it was small consolation to him to be 
told next day when he was houseless 
that his intentions were entirely free 
from mischief. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said he was against the putting on 
of new taxes for the purpose of giving 
the colonies a preferential claim, but he 
said he saw no mischief in endeavouring 
to coax them into Free Trade by work- 
ing on the existing taxes. He was with 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer so far, 
but it should be remembered that the 
tax now proposed was not in existence. 
It was not a legal tax until the Budget 
was passed, and when it was passed the 
right hon. Gentleman would no longer 
be able to resist it on sound financial 
principles. Everybody knew that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor otf 
the Exchequer was a Free Trader, and 
all more or less knew that he was the 
champion of Free Trade in the Cabinet. 
He was the Archangel of light. who 
with his flaming sword combatted the 
powers ol darkness. But, aiter all, the 
powers of darkness were the powels, 
and he should have liked to hear the 
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opinion of some of the powers of 
darkness upon the possible preferential 
scheme of the colonies. It was only reason- 
able to suppose that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary, who would 
preside over the conference of the Colonial 
Premiers would have taken part in this 
lebate. It was true that the House 
had had the speech of the Secretary to 
the Treasury, whose speeches were always 
welcome. The hon. Member had a 
brilliant future before him, and he had 
an advantage which his father had not 

je had not a brilliant past behind him. 
The Colonial Secretary, whatever his 
views might be now upon this prefer- 
ential scheme, held at time very 
sound views. In 1882, when a_proposi- 
tion was made by the then hon. Member 
for Preston in favour of taxing grain 
10 per cent., the Colonial Secretary laid 
it down as an axiom that you could not 
tax corn without raising the price of 


one 


fool. He wondered whether that axiom 
held good now. The right hon. Gentle- 
man then went on to argue that we 


could not establish such a_ preferential 
after all, the 
lonies only gave us a smail portion of 
food, and if corn were taxed it would 
raise the price of food generally ; that 
the colonies only took a small portion of 
ur trade, and that we could not pay the 
“lonies for their food supply in bullion. 
Those were the arguments the right hon. 
Gentleman brought against the scheme in 
Is82; woull he again bring those argu- 
ments to bear against it at the Conference 
ofthe Colonial Premiers, which was so soon 
to take place? Supposing the scheme 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had sketched were put into force on the 
existing duties, and suppose Queensland 
were given a preference in sugar, and 
Canada a preference in corn; New Zea- 
land had a most active Premier—did hon. 
Members suppose that he would be silent 
it the Conference, and see preferences 
given to Canada and Queensland without 
aking for something himself! Would 
he not insist on a duty being put on 
meat and wool ? 
he asked the Committee to vote against 
this duty. It was the first step on the 
lownward path, which they would have to 
continue to tread if once they took this 
step. And if they did take that path, it 
would inevitably bring the country to 


rangement, because, 


famine and ruin. 
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(6.20.) Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Car- 


marthenshire, EF.) said it was a matter of 
astonishment to him that anybody could 
say there was no greater distress and 
poverty now than there was during the 
times of Protection. However bad and 
terrible poverty -was now, it certainly 
was not so bad as it was in those days. 
He desired to confine his observations 
to the taxation of the one article, wheat. 
He agreed, at thesame time, that to tax the 
other articles was as wrong as could be, 
because the farmer would not get any 
good out of it. He was perfectly sure 
the farmer would have to pay more for 
feeding stuffs than for the little wheat he 
would sell. He was going to assume, 
in the observations he was about to make, 
that the consumer would finally have to 
pay. He ventured to think that  nine- 
tenths of the hon. Members of this House 
were thoroughly convinced that, in the end, 
the consumer must pay. The rich man, as 
well as the poor, would have to pay if his 
family ate bread, but they would not 
feel it so much. Go to the lower middle 
class, the house of the clerk, of the man 
who had a wife and family, and had to 
dress them and himself fairly well. 
There it was bread for breakfast, bread 
for dinner, bread for tea, and bread for 
supper ; they might have a little butter, 
but not much. Go to the houses of the 
artisans, and go below them to the 
agricultural labourers, like those in his 
own constituency, who were not paid 
more than 9s. a week. There were 
millions living in that state. Let 
the right hon. Gentleman go to the 
large towns, where, as in certain dis- 
tricts of London, 30 per cent. of the popu- 
lation lived on the verge of starvation, 
whose food, in many cases, consisted of 
bread alone. Ii meal were taxed, the 
right people possibly might be hit, in 
fact the right people would be hit if 
anything were taxed except corn. Corn 
was the staple food of everybody, but it 
was more necessarily so of the an who 
lived on the verge of starvation. If the 
matter was considered in that light, this 
was the most evil taxation that could be 
imagined. There were £90,000,000 
worth of food brought into this country— 
apart from grain and meat, which were 
|luxuries to the very poor,—such articles 
'as Lutter, cheese, ete. Why not tax 
'those? Why goto the one article in the 
| whole world which the poor could not 
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get enough of, which hit the poorest 
person harder than any one else in the 
country? It seemed to him, when 
Mr. Gladstone’s and Mr. Cobden’s names 
were brought into this debate, that it 
made no difference what they might 
have thought on the matter, the Com- 
mittee had in this case to think for 
itself. If what he said was true, this tax 
hit the poor harder than anybody else. 
It had been deseribed as an extra one- 
eighth of a penny on a four pound loaf, 
but it would be found to be a much 
larger tax, and even if it were not, 
what would that mean to people with 
only 9s. or 10s. a week to live on? He 
still hoped that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would withdraw this tax. 


*(6.26.) Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I hope 
| may judge, both fromthe observations 
with which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition commenced this 
debate and from the general tone of the 
debate, that the time is now approaching 
when the Committee may be able to 
come to a decision. I must remind the 
Committee that this subject has been 
discussed now on three set occasions— 
in the first place, upon the _ report 
of the resolution; in the second place, 
on the Amendment of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth ; and again, yesterday and this 
afternoon, on the clause itself. And 
having attended very carefully through- 
out the whole of this debate, and to all 
the observations that have been made, | 
coniess [do not think we are very far 
advanced in novelty of argument today 
as compared with previous oceasions. The 
old objections to the proposals have been 
made. They have been answered from 
this side of the House in, at any rate, 
one admirable speech, made by the hon. 
Member for the Blackfriars Division, and 
[ have vainly endeavoured to find any- 
thing from which I can hope to afford 
any fresh information or argument to 
the House. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition, who initi- 
ated this debate, insists—in spite of 
what I thought it my duty to say 
yesterday—upon regarding this tax as 
the prelude to preferential duties with 
the colonies, and that note has been 
dwelt upon by subsequent speakers. But 
I fail to find any argument for that view, 
Mr. Alel Thomas. 


except the terror which appears to 
possess the minds of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite of my hon. friend the Colonial 
Secretary. To them he is the author oj 
all evil. Indeed, he has been so char. 
acterised, in set language, by an hon, 
Gentleman who has very recently ad- 
dressed the Committee; and it seems 
that with regard to this as with regard 
to everything else, they attribute 
everything that is bad in their opinion 
to the evil genius of my right hon. 
friend. On this subject 1 have nothingto 
add to what I said yesterday. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Why 
does not the Colonial Secretary do it ! 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: Because it 
is my business and not the business of 
the Colonial Secretary to address the 
House on financial matters. I think 
when the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire was 
conducting the Finance Bill of 1894, if 
he had been interfered with even 
by one of his colleagues, who might 
have eutirely sympathised with hin 
in what he was doing, he would 


ng, 
have been very much ‘surprised, and 
would have preferred to be left to the 


conduct of his own affairs. What [ 
have said I said on behalf of my right 
hon. friend as a Member of the Cabinet, 
as well as on behalf of myself; and I 
have nothing to add to that. ‘The next 
point is the view which the Leader 
of the Opposition takes with regard 
to this proposal as the first step 
towards Protection. I do not know 
upon what he bases that. I think he 
bases it entirely, judging from his re- 
marks today, upon the cheers of my 
hon. and gallant friend the Member tor 
Sheffield I have every respect for the 
hon. and gallant Member for Sheffield, 
but I do not agree with him in this 
matter ; and he was decidedly premature 
in his cheers. because it has been con- 
clusively proved that this proposal can 
have no practical protective effect what- 
ever. I challenge the right hon. Gentle 
man to produce any proof that when 
this duty existed for twenty years It 
had any such protective effect. Is it 
conceivable that, if it had, or could 
have had, at that time any such 
effect, Sir Robert Peel would have 
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initiated it and carried it into law, 
and that it would have been main- 
tained during those twenty years? I 
challenge the right hon. Gentleman to 
produce any practical agriculturist of 
today who will say that this proposal 
will increase the production of corn in 
this country. It is objected to by no 
less a person than Lord Rosebery on the 
ground that it will have no effect of 
that kind. I challenge the right hon. 
Gentleman furtherto produce any repre- 
sentative of the great trade of corn im- 
porting who will tell him that he believes 
it willin the smallest degree diminish the 
imports of corn into thiscountry. I have 
observed the imports of corn since this 
duty was imposed, and I find that in 
five weeks ended May 31st, no less than 
9,109,000 ewt. of wheat were imported 
into this country, which paid duty, as 
against 5,471,000 ewt. of wheat in the 
same five weeks a year ago. And yet 
we are told, upon the high authority oi 
Lord Welby, in one of those veracious 
pamphlets which are being spread 
broadcast by the Cobden Club, that 
this proposal hampers and_ interferes 
with trade. 

But | turn from 
that which I believe really more 
affects the minds of hon. Members in 
this House, and that is the effeet which 
the duty may have upon the poor of 
this country. We have not heard 
recently quite so much of the poor as in 
the earlier debates on this subject. and 
[cannot help thinking that hon. Members 
have found that their anticipations have 
by no means been realised. I heard just 
the same thing last year with regard to 
the sugar duty. The hon. Member jor the 
Radcliffe Division in the discussion on the 
sugar duty told me that before the year 
was over [ should regret putting taxation 
uponanarticle which would affect the very 
poorest in the land. I have never for a 
moment regretted putting on the sugar 
duty, and I believe, if I happen to be here 
a year hence, I shall not regret the 
imposition of this duty on corn. What 
is the real position with regard to this 
matter? 1 have never believed, as I 
have fre;uently stated to the House, 
that this duty on corn will in all cases 
increase the price of imported corn. 
But, of course, that is a question upon 
which there is a difference of opinion. 


that point to 
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I think when the supply of foreign 
corn is greater than the demand, 


the producer will practically bear the 
whole cost of this duty. If hon. 
Members think that in all cases the 
consumer must bear it, I should like 
to ask them to account for this remark- 
able fact—that before the imposition 
of the duty the price of wheat in 
France was only 2s. 2d. per ewt. higher 
than the price of wheat in England, 
although the import duty on wheat in 
France was 2s. 10}d. per ewt. and there 


was no such duty in England at 
all. L do not think you can be at 
all certain whether the incidence 


of a duty of this kind will be on 
the consumer or the producer. But 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition, in a speech in the 
country and not in this House, has 
enormously exaggerated this matter. 
He attributed the rise in some cases 
of a halfpenny upon the quartern loaf 
wholly to this duty. ‘That is perfectly 
absurd. Everybody who has followed 
the price of wheat during the last few 
months know that it has been steadily 
rising—rising to a degree far beyond 
the duty—and that from causes which 
have nothing whatever to do with the 
duty. If hon. Members think that this 
occasional increase of a halfpenny in 
the loaf is really due to the duty, I 
should like to ask them whether they 
believe that if they were successful in 
their opposition to it there would be 
an immediate reduction of that half- 
penny which has been put upon the 
price of bread? If the duty were now 
rejected, there would be Joss and there 
would be gain. There would be loss to the 
revenue. ‘There would be, in my belief, 
a loss to sound finance. There would be 
a loss, no doubt, to hon. Members op- 
posite of what they think, I daresay, 
will be a telling electioneering cry. There 
would be a gain to the bakers and millers 
who have raised the price of bread or 
flour, because they would get the duty 
returned to them, and they would also 
get the advantage of their rise in price. 
But the poor man, on whose behalf 
hon. Members are so anxious, would 
gain nothing at all. 

There is one factor in this question 
which I do not think has been sutt- 
ciently taken into account in these 
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debates, and that is that you cannot judge 
the amount of the burden that you are 
imposing by this tax without also con- 
sidering what the price of bread is at 
this particular time. I received a depu- 
tation a little time ago from a conference 
of Trade Unionists. I asked one of those 


gentleman, who said the price of bread | 


in his district had been raised a half- 
penny, what the price of the loaf was 
after that rise. He said 5d. Is the price 
of 5d. the quartern loaf such a terrible 
burden on the poor man? Is there any 
exceptional distress from such a_ price? 
If there was, we should hear a great deal 
more about it than we do now. Let us 
look back to the days when this duty 
existed before. | have been favoured 
with a record of the contract prices of 
bread supplied to one of the regiments of 
the Guardsin London for many years. | 
find that in the three years of the Crimean 
War the average price of the quartern 
loaf supplied to that regiment was as 
high as 8)d. and 8#d. | hope we may 
never see anything like that again in 
this country. But during that time 
this duty was enforced, and neither 
Mr. Cobden nor Mr. Bright, nor any 
representative of the people, ever 
declared that it was responsible for 
the price of bread. And later than 
that, in the year 1866, when the average 
price of bread was 64d. the quartern 
loaf in the contract to which I have re- 
ferred, Mr. Gladstone preferred to reduce 
the duty on bottled wines in place of re- 
ducing this duty on imported corn. Sir, 
it is really a gross exaggeration to speak, 
as many hon. Members on that side of the 
House have spoken here and in the 
country, of the terrible burden which this 
duty is about to impose, or has imposed, 
on the poorest section of the people. Why, 
at the present moment, and for several 
days past, the price of corn and flour has 
been falling. 
other day that the price of the best 
American flour for shipment in July and 
August was 24s., as against 24s. 6d before 
the introduction of the Budget. A very 
little extra fall will remove all occasion 
to the bakers for keeping up their present 
price, and then, I should like to know, 
where will be any real objection to this 
tax? I know it is argued that this is 
but the first step. We put on 3d. a 
ewt. now, and we shall be asked to put on 


3s. a ewt. next year, and so on, just as if 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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| heard from Glasgow the 
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there were no difference whatever between 
a nominal duty of this kind—-a duty which 
was considered purely asa registration duty 
when it was put on by Sir Robert Peel, 
and an import duty of 5s. or 10s., which 
hon. Members opposite seem to anticipate 
on corn and flour. When such a duty is 
proposed, it will be time enough for them 
to fight it, and if they fight it I think 
they will have me on their side. I have 
proposed this duty as a part of our 
general system of taxation. It must be 
regarded as a part of the whole, and not 
by itself, with reference to the burden 
which it imposes on the poor. I have 
proposed it because [| do not agree with 
the view which appears to be widely 
entertained on the opposite side of the 
House on this matter. I hold most 
strongly that every person in this country 
who can maintain himself is bound to 
contribute something towards the expendi- 
ture of the State. Hon. Members Oppo- 
site, | believe, if they could have their 
way, judging from their opposition in the 
past to the sugar duty and the tea duty, 
would confine taxation to persons who 
can pay direct taxation and to those who 


consume alcohol and tobacco. [think 
that would be a fatal policy. I decline 
to be a party to it. I ask the Com- 
mittee to affirm quite the opposite 


principle, and [ leave the result in their 
hands, 


(1.50.) Mr. BROADHURST (Leices- 
ter) said that the reason why most of 
them on that side of the House wished to 
hear the Colonial Secretary was that 
this special clause was put into the 
Bill at the special request, and under 
the instruction of, the right hon. Gentle 
man for special reasons 


*sirn M. HICKS BEACH: No. 


Mr. BROADHURST | said that it 
was the general belief that this tax 


had been put in the Budget in order 
to enable the Colonial Secretary to go to 
the Conference of Colonial Representa- 
tives, and make a deal with them for 
the unity of the Empire, of which they 
had heardso much. He was glad that 
that was not the case. But, this tax 
being put on, it might be manipulated 
by some other Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer in order to deal with our colonial 
possessions, and he thought it was right 
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to take into consideration what pro- 
spects there were for a national supply 
of food from our colonies. At the 
present moment, if we depended on the 
colonies for our bread-stuffs, we should 
be in a sorry position. According to 
all indications in Canada and Australia, 
the prospects of such a supply of agri- 
cultural produce being obtained from 
those colonies were growing less rather 
than more. The universal complaint, 
as he read, both in Canada and in 
Australia, was the difficulty of inducing 
the people to remain on the land for 
farming purposes. He had read the 
other day a statement, showing that 
the people in Canada were more and 
more each year retiring from land 
cultivation and flocking into the great 
towns; and precisely the same state of 
things was prevailing in the Australian 
colonies. Therefore, we had a terrible 
prospect indeed before us if we were 
going to confine ourselves in any way 
in the future to a supply of the bread 
of the people from the colonies. The 
colonies were talked of as if they were 
great nations. He wished they were, 
and that their population would in 
crease as fast as that of the United 
States. That was not the case though, 
for there was practically no increase of 
population born within those posses-ions. 
The population of New Zealand, Aus- 
tralia, and Canada amounted, in the ag- 
gregate, to not more than 12,000,000. 
Now it was proposed to give a preference 
to 12,000,000 of people, and by that 
process offend the 80,000,000. of people 
in the United States, the 100,000,000 in 
tussia, and the people of Germany and 
France, who were customers of our 
manufacturers. He could not conceive 
a policy more fraught with disaster than 
that. On the Budget night he had made 
the statement that the only effect of this 
tax would be to increase the price of 
food. It had inereased the price of food 
in his district in precisely the way he 
had predicted, and the high price was 
still maintained, notwithstanding the in- 
crease of imports, and the reduction in 
the price of corn and flour. It was no 
use telling agricultural labourers that it 
was unjust for the baker to charge the 
increased price for the 4b. loaf; the 
baker did charge it, and the consequence 
was that the labourer and his children 


got less bread. He regretted more than 
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he cared to say the extraordinary speech 
which the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich had made, in which he jested 
to the House on a matter of the highest 
importance to the lives of the working 
classes. The noble Lord suggested that 
if the labourer with six, eight or ten 
children, and 12s. a week wages, did not 
care to buy the dear loaf, he could direct 
his expenditure to the purchase of 
whiskey. That was, he maintained, 
jesting with the lives of the people. 
Whiskey was not the life of the people, 
it was the curse and abomination of the 
people ; while bread was the necessity of 
their existence. When so distinguished 
a member of the Tory Party dealt in 
that language, it was, he maintained, a 
regrettable incident, and he hoped it 
would never be repeated in this House. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said his argu- 
ment was quite as good applied to tea as 
to flour. ‘Tea was taxed. 


Mr. BROADHURST said that tea 
was not so necessary to life as bread, or 
as sugar. What the noble Lord specially 
dealt with was whiskey. His great point 
was that the labourers could take whiskey 
if they objected to bread. But whiskey 
was a strange drink to nearly the whole 
of the agricultural population of — this 
country, and he thought that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would stand 
by him in that statement from his 
own experience in his own country. The 
hon. Member for the Kirkdale Division 
had made a most extraordinary speech 
that afternoon. Those who remem- 
bered Liverpool forty years ago and 
had seen its extraordinary development 
since then under a system of free 
trade, must have been amazed and sur- 
prised, as he was, at the advocacy of 
the hon. Gentleman to go back to the 
dark and terrible days, so far as the poor 
were concerned, of protection. The hon. 
Gentleman stated that he had had a great 
confidence with the conservative working 
men in Liverpool, who were all highly 
delighted with the new tax. He should 
not be surprised if nearly all these 
Conservative working men attended the 
Conference with silk hats and frock coats. 
That was very frequently the case with 
Conservative working men delegates. He 
had seen it himself. To his poor mind, 
incapable of imagining vain things, he 
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had always taken them for well-to-do 
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tradesmen. He could quite understand | 


that tradesmen dressed in frock coats 
and silk hats would not feel the burden 
of this tax. He had spent two days last 
week in his constituency, and 


had | 


addressed one great demonstration in the | 


open air. Inthe earlier part of his speech 
he had not referred to the Budget, either 
directly or indirectly, but he had been 
forced by the acclamations of the people 
to come to the bread tax. It was the 


bread tax the people wanted to hear about. | 


The people demanded the discussion of 
the bread tax, and that fact disproved the 
assertion of the hon. Member for the 


| the country. 


Kirkdale Division of Liverpool that the | 


people of the country entertained no 
feeling against this proposal. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was right 
when he,said that if he dropped this tax, 
some advantage would be taken from the 
Opposition speakers in the country. The 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to imagine 
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Exchequer introduced it. The right hon. 
Gentleman undoubtedly introduced it as 
a permanent tax, and the arguments by 
which he supported it were those usually 
identified with Tory financial _ policy, 
He urged that the balance between direct 
and indirect taxation should be readjusted, 


‘and that property should be relieved and 


the burden on trade and labour increased. 
That policy was quite agreeable to the 
instincts of the party the right hon. 
Gentleman so ably represented, but it 
was not a policy they cared to defend in 
They therefore refused to 
foliow the line of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, preferring to treat the tax as a war 
tax. But that point of view was now 
disposed of. ‘The Chancellor of the 


| Exchequer had stated, in perfectly clear 


that nobody would have to pay this Ls. | 


Where was the money to come from ? 
Was the burden to be dealt with as the 
untidy housemaid dealt with the dirt 
to be swept about until it was lost? Was 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to be 
benefited by the amount of the vield of 
this tax, and yet nobody have to pay the 
money ! It was obviously impossible. 
It was not a question of whether the 
people were going to pay it; they were 
actually paving it already. He believed 
that the tax was introduced in order to 
enable another Minister to do business at 
conferences that had not yet met, and to 
devise some scheme, some great Colonial 
combination with the mother country, by 
which the children would have the milk 
and the mother would have to tind the 
supply. The effect of such a scheme 
would be that the Colonies would benefit, 
while the working man at home would 
have to pay the cost. He had opposed 
this tax from the first, and he should vote 
against it to the last. 


(7.3.) Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) 
said they were now dealing with a matter 
far more complex and vast than was the 
case when the Resolution was first pre- 
sented to the House. The hon. Members 
opposite were very anxions to lay stress 
on this as an emergency war tax, though 
he was bound to say that that was not the 
way in which the Chancellor of the 
Mr. Broadhurst. 


terms, that the tax was to be a part of the 
general financial system of the country ; 
in other words, that this ministry pro- 
posed to take the taxation of food into 
our general financial system. The tax 
was about to be imposed at a time when 
the country was at peace, and when there 
Was every prospect of a vreat surplus 
upon the ordinary expenditure. More- 
the Committee were assured 
that this was not one of the taxes that 
would be remitted in consequence of the 
conclusion of the war. ‘They had, there- 
fore, to deal, not with the war at all, but 
with a deliberate change of policy on 
the part of the Government to effect 
what the right hon. Gentleman called 
readjustment, but what they called the 
transfer of burdens from the propertied 
class to the labouring and trading class. 
It might be said that although the war 
had ceased, it had left a burden which 
taxation would have to meet. But what 


over, 


wa: the extent of that burden! The 
war had left a burden of about 
£4.300,000 a year in the shape of 
interest on debt. But before this tax 


was reached at all, the right hon. Gentle- 
man had increased the taxation on the 
food of the people to more than twice 
the amount of the permanent charge 
of the war, because he was getting 
£6,300,000 from sugar, and £2,000,009 
from tea. It was perfectly clear, there- 
fore, that the war was being used as an 
occasion for making a change in our 
fiscal system, by which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would be enabled to 
relieve property at the expense of labour 
and trade. But it was not enough to 
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look at this particular tax as though it 
stood by itself. It must be taken as an 
item in a total; it must be taken with 
the other food taxes. Each of these 
taxes had been defended on the ground 
of their smallness. Even if that were 
true with regard to each item—which 
it was not—it could not be said to be 
true with regard to the total. ‘The 
taxation upon the food of the people 
amounted to between £10,000,000 and 
£11.000,000, and, seeing that it was laid 
on the necessities of life of the industrial 
classes, it could not be regarded as any- 
thing but an oppressive total. 

He was alarmed for Free Trade more by 
the arguments of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer than by his tax. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that the bread 
tax would not in all cases raise prices. 
But the question was not whether the 
tax would in every case raise the price, 
but whether it would raise prices in a 
long period of years, and that was a 
point which the right hon Gentleman 
would not touch, although it had been 
put to him again and again. Let the 
argument be tested by a very simple 
question. A tax, like any other element 
in the cost of placing an article on the 
market, had to be treated as an addition 
to the cost of production. Other ele- 
ments in the cost of production, such 
as rent, Wages, cost of transport, and so 
on, were on exactly the same footing as 
a tax, but would the right hon. Gentle- 
man say that those elements were 
utterly unimportant because there were 
oceasions when each of those elements 
was less important than the question of 
supply and demand?! The Chancellor 
ot the Exchequer had also said that in 
cases where the supply was greater than 
the demand, the effect of the tax would 
fall entirely on the producers. What 
did he mean by saying that bread was 
a commodity of which the supply was 
ever greater than the demand? ‘The 
supply of bread would never be greater 
than the demand until there were no 
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starving or underfed people in the 
country; and if they were to wait until 
then before the tax was innocuous, they 
would have to wait a very long time. 
It was a mistake to consider this tax 
as an isolated item; it ought to be 
considered in conjunction with other 
taxes which had been imposed. ‘The 
Committee ought to consider it as 
part of a total. It was not less a mis- 
take to consider it without taking into 
account the remissions which the 
Government had already made to other 
classes, and which they intended to 
make. These taxes were judged, not 
merely by the burden they put on the 
working classes, but by the relief they 
were intended to give, aud would be the 
means of giving, to otherclasses. ‘They 
might also be wanted for putting into 
the hands of the Government a weapon 
in the war of tariffs with other countries. 
When that question came to be con- 
sidered, there would be a good deal to be 
said in the House against it. But even 
if the Party opposite carried out what 
appeared to be its intention, and if it 
made remissions to our Colonies, there 
would still be a very considerable tax 
to be paid by somebody on the imports 
of corn other than those which came 
from our Colonies. The only purposes 
to which that tax could be applied were : 
(1) in order to maintain the remission 
already granted to rural Jandowners ; 
(2) to provide a fund from which the 
Anglican Church might be supported. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


EK.) rose to continue the debate. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


(7.18.) Question put, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 282; 
Noes, 188. (Division List No. 212.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. | Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
dailey, James (Walworth) 


| 


Avg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


| Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 


Aird, Sir John Bain, Colonel James Robert — | Banbury, Frederick George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Balearres, Lord | Barry, Sir Francis T.(W indsor) 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh U. 
Arrol, Sir William 


Baldwin, Alfred | Bartley, George C. T. 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
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Beach, Rt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Beresford, LordCharles William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

sutcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt Hou. A. (Gdasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. FL (ON. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derl’ shire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaniberlain, Rt. Hon J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain.J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louts 
Collings. Rt. Hon 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook. Sir Frederiek Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalryinple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmund 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dickson-Poynder, SirJohn P. 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon A. Akers 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wim. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B.( Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
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Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Lyttelton, Hon. 


| Maclver, 


Jackson, Rt. Hn. 
Jessel, 
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Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, Ww illiam 
Gibbs, Hn. AGH. (City of Lond. 
Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Gordon. Hn.J E.( Elgin Nairn) 
a Maj Evans-(T rH’ ml'ts 
Gore, HnG.R.C. Ormshy-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. St F. Ormsby-( Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest ye Ham) 
Greene, Sir E,W. (Bury St. Ed. 
Greene, oy nry B (Shrewshury) 
Greene, WLR aymond (Cambs. ) 
Grenfell. William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. [vor Churehill 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG (Mid’x. 
Hamilton, Marqof (Lond nderry 
Haniury, Rte. Hn. Robert Wim. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Higginhottom, S. W. 








Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset. EF. 
Hoge, Lindsay 

Hope J.P, (Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 


Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent, Pavers im 
Howard, J.(Midd..Tottenhaim) 
Hudson, ¢ Bickersteth 
Hetton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Wim. Lawies 
aptain Herbert Merton 
Tohnstone, —~ ry Wood (Sussex) 
Ke nnaway, Rt. Hn. SirJoln H. 
Kenyon, i rr reo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jolin Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.. Fareham 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- ‘Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHn. Walter (Bristol,s) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
David (Liverpool) 


reorve 
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Maconoehie, A. W. 
M’ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. HL B(Cambs, 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E.) 
M-Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H (Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey- Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,John T hrogmort’n 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morvan, ype cadena 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Arehibald 
Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHn A Graham (Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, W illiam He nry 
Newdiyate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

(Y Neill, Hn. Rovert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkingtor, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, ary George 
Pryce Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pury ere 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Kandles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Ratcliffe, KR. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick. George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson. Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
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Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMark J. MW Taggart | 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Talbot, Rt HnJ.G.(Oxf'd Uniy. | 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. | 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Gloue, Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Austin, Sir Jolin 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Burry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. b. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bowles, T. Gibson, (Ning sLynn 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douvlas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Kdward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans. Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 





| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
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Vineent,Col.SirC E H(Shettield 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Wanklyn, James Leslie | 
Warr, Augustus Frederick | 


| Wason, John Catheart(Orkney 


Webb, Colonel William George | 


| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunt n | 


Welby,SirCharlesG E. (Notts. ) 


Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N. ) 


NOES. 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hareourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holiand, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor (Sw nsea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy. Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnameara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Switt 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M'Crae, George 

M Hugh, Patrick A. 

M Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M:Laren. Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Mor.an,.J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Wr. Hu.Jehn (Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
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Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn. E R. (Bath) 
Wolff. Gustay Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES- 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X.. (Cork) 
QO Brien, Kendal (Tipper y Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(Y Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (IXKerry, W.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Sattron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W.( Durham) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price. Robert John 

tea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, Jolin E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Reckitt J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Rob-on, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Sehwann, Charies E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shaw,Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn. R.( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thompson, DrE C( Monaz lon, N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
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Tomkinson, James | White, George (Norfolk) | Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf’| Mic 
Toulmin, George | White, Luke (York, E.R.) | Young, Samuel Mi 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) | Yoxall, James Henry Mit 
Wallace, Robert Williams, Osmond (Merioneth | Mo 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. | Wilson,Chas. Henry(Hull.W.) | TELLERS FOR THE Nors— Mo 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) | Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. | Mr. Herbert Gladstone and Mo 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. ) | Mr. William M‘Arthur. Mo 
(7.30.) Question put accordingly,| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 279. Me 
“That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” | Noes, 193. (Division List, No. 213.) Mo 
Mo 
AYES. “ 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. Mu 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte Compton, Lord Alwyne H: umilton it HnLordG( Midd’ Mu 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Cook, Sir, Frederick Lucas Hamilton, Marg of( Lond nde ry My 
Aird, Sir John Corbett. T. L. (Down, 'North) H: anbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wi. Ne 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Cranhorne, Viscount Harris, F sade :k Leverton Ni 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. Cripps, Charles Alfred Haslam, Sir Alfred S. a 
Arrol, Sir William Cross, Herb. She »pherd (Bolton) Hay, Hon. Claude George On 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Cubitt, Hon. Henry Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley Pal 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy Dalkeith, Earl of Heaton, John Henniker ; Pau 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Dalrymple, Sir Charles Helder, Augustus Pai 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Davenport, William Bromley | Henderson, Alexander Per 
Balcearres, Lord Davies. SirHoratioD. (Clh’tham | Higginhottom, 8. W. 
Baldwin, Alfred Denny, Colonel Hoare, Sir Samuel Pie 
Balfour. Rt. Hon. J.(Manelvr Dewar, T. R.(T’ rH’ mlets,8.Geo | Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset E Pil 
Balfour, Capt. ¢ i (Hornsey) Dickinson, Robert Edmond Hogg, Lindsay Pla 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds | Dickson, Charles Scott Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside Plu 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. = Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Houldsworth, Sir Wim. Henry Po 
Banbury, Frederick George Disraeli, Coningshy Ralph Hoult, Joseph Pre 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) Dixon-Hartland.SirFred Dixon | Houston, Robert Paterson Pr) 
Bartley, George C. T. Dorington, Sir John Edward Howard, John (Kent, Fav rsh'm Put 
Bathurst, Hon. jf oe Doughty, George Howard, J.( Midd. ,Pottenham) Qu 
feach, Rt Hn SirMichaelHicks Donelas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Beckett, Ernest William Doxtord Sir William Theodore | Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William Duke, Henry Edward Jackson, Rt. Hn. Win. Lawies \] 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. Durning-Lawrenee,Sir Edwin | Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton \] 
Bignold, Arthur Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) All 
Biewood, James Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton Kennaway, Rt Hon. SirJohaH. \ll 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denhigh An 
Bond, Edward Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. \sI 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Faher, George Denison (York) | Kimber, Henry As] 
Boulnois, Edmund Fardell, Sir TL George Knowles, Lees Ast 
Bowles, Capt. HP. Middlesex) Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasvow \u 
Brassey, Albert Finch, George H. Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool! Bar 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne Lawson, John Grant Bai 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu Fisher, William Hayes Lee} KY, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. Ba’ 
Brotherton, Edward Allen Fison, Frederick William Lee, ArthurH.(Hants..Farely) Be: 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. | FitzGerald SirRolert Penrose- | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneag Bla 
Bull, William James Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry Lele th-Bennett, Henry Currie Bo 
Bullard, Sir Harry Forster, Henry William Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. Bo] 
Burdett-Coutts, W. Galloway, William Johnson Llewellyn, Evan Henry Bo 
Butcher, Jolin George Gardner, Ernest Lock wood, Lt. Col. A. R. Bri 
Campbell, Re Hn J A (Glasgow Gartit, William Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine eh 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. U1. Gibbs, fn AG H (City of Lond. | Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol.) Bri 
Cautley, Henry Strother Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) | Lowther, C.(Cumb, Eskdale Bu 
Cavendish. Ro FL (ON. Lanes.) 9 Gordon, HnJ E(Elein & Nairn | Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) a 
Cavendish, VC W (Derbyshire Gordon, MajEvans-(PrH mits | Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestott) Bu 
Cayzer, Sir Charlies William Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop | Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Port-imeuth Cal 
Ceeil, Evelyn 1 (iore, Hn. F. Ormshy (Line. ) Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred ay 
Ceeil, Lord Hue Ciorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | Macdona, John Cumming Ca 
Chamberlain kt i Coschen, Hon. George Joachim Vaciver, David (Liverpool) Cas 
Chamberlain. Austen( Worer Goulding, Edward Alfred Miaconochie, A. W, Cay 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry (iray, Erne West Ham) M* Arthur, Charles (Liverpool! Ch: 
Chapman, Edward Greene SirE W(BrySEdninds) | M*Calmont,Col li. L.B.(Cams (‘o 
( ‘harrinet m, Spencer Ceres ie, Henry 1). (Shrewsbury MeCalmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E Co 
Chive ill, Winston Spencer frreene, W. Raymone Canis, Mi Willop, James (Stirlingshire) Co 
Clive, Captain Perey A. Grenfell, William Henry Miajendie, James A. H. Crs 
{ ee m. Thos. H. A. E.) Gretton, John Manners, Lord Ceeil Cre 
{ rton, Sir Willian Greville, Hon. Roland Martin, Richard Biddulph Cre 
Cox hill Douglas Harry Guest, Hon. tvor Churchill Maxwell, W J H( Dumfriesshire Cri 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis Hain, Edward Melville, Beresford Valentine Cre 
Collings, Rt. Lon. Jesse Hall, Edward Marshall Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. Da 
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Middlemore,JobnThrogmort’n 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mst’ w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm'thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Vorrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt Hn. A.Grl’in( Bute 
Murray.Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, Willian Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr- Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

{juilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William, (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

\sher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
\ustin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bay ley, Thonas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, Jolin 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bowles, T. Gibson, King 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. ion. James 
Burke, E. Havilsnd 

Burt, Thoms 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Jolin (Armagh, S.) 
Cauinpbell-Bannerman, Sir H, 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Coan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thoma 
Corbett, A. ¢ 


sLynn 


Joseph 
‘ameron (Glasgow 
uv, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
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Randles John S 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic ¢ 
Ratcliff, R. “4 

“et yp Sir William Henry 
Reid, James ‘scanene k) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, H: <: S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Hn. Col. Ed. J 
Seott, Sirs. yo ha ‘bone, W. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, HC( North mb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord, (Lanes). 
Stewart. SirMark J. M*Tageart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
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Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

| Dewar, John A. (Loverness-sh. ) 

| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dillon, John 

Doovan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. 

|} Duncan, J. Hastines 
Dunn, Sir William 

|} Edwards, Frank 

| Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, rng 

| Farquh: ee 
“Som Clade 

| Fe ner Rh. C. Munro (Leith) 
I french, Peter 

| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 

| Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 

| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. t 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly 
toddard, 


(Lanark) 


. (Glamorgan) 
Robert 


James 
Daniel Ford 
rr y, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
} Griflith, Ellis J. 
| Gurdon, Sir W. 
Haldane, Rich 
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Harmsworth, | 
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| Hayne, Rt: Hon. Charles Seale- 
' Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
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Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdUniv 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell,, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC E H(Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,John Catheart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 
Williams, Colonel R. Dorset 
Williams. Rt HnJ Powell( Birm. 
Willoughby de Ereshy, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (¥ 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolltf, Gustay Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Younger, William 


“orks) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, Jolin Deans( Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur ¢ 
Jacoby, Joimes Alfred 

Jones, David Bryn ri Swansea 
Jones, William(Caroavonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir.Jno.Creorge Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 
Law, Hugh Alex. 
Layland- Barratt, 
zeamy, Edmund 
Leese Sit Joseph On| 
Leng, Str Jolin 
Levy, Maurice 
Logan, John William 
Lough, Thor ulus 
Lundona, W. 
MaeDonnell, Dr. 
Maenamara, Dr. 
MacNeill, 
MacVeagh 
McCrae , 
Mitluenh, Patriek A. 
Mitvean, Jolin 
MeiKenna, Re: 


(Donegal, W 
Francis 


\ecerington 


Mark A. 
mM 
homes J. 
Jolin Gordon Switt 
Jeremiah 
ye 
s 


sins ld 
M:Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Manslield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham. Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
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Morley, Rt.Hn.Jno.(Montrose) { Reckitt, Harold James | Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings - 
Moulton, John Fletcher | Reddy, M. Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N ar 
Nannetti, Joseph P. |} Redmond, John E.(Waterford Thomson, F. W. (York, W, R.) co 
Newnes, Sir George | Redmond, William (Clare) Thorburn, Sir Walter afi 
Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N) | Reid,SirR. Thre-hie( Duniries) Tomkinson, James } 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Rickett, J. Compton Toulmin, George 1€ 
Norman, Henry Roberts, John Byrn (Eifion) Trevelyan, Charles Philips m 
Norton, Captain Cecil William | Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) Wallace, Robert ge 
Nussey, Thomas Willans Robson, William Snowdoit Walon,John Lawson(Leeds,§, Ire 
O Brien, James F. X. (Cork) Roe, Sir Thomas Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
O Brien, Kendal(Tipp rary Mid | Runciman, Walter Wason, Engene(Clackmannan) co 
O'Brien, Patrick (hilkenny) Russell, T. W. White, George (Norfolk) tio 
OBrien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Schwann, Charles E. White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W.  Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) Williams, Osmond (Merioneth, 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) Sheehan, Daniel Daniel Wilson, Chas. Henry( Hull. W.) 
O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N | Shipman, Dr. John G. Wilson, Fred, W.( Norfolk, Mid. ‘Ol 
O'Malley, William Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
(” Mara, James Smith, Samuel (Flint) | Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) ’ 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. Soames, Arthur Wellesley Woodhouse, SirJ.T( Hudderst’d Ir 
Paulton, James Mellor Soares, Ernest J. Young, Samuel re 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. <(Northants | Yoxall, James Henry 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham Strachey, Sir Edward * 
Pickard, Benjamin Sullivan, Donal i 
Pirie, Dunean V. Taylor, Theodore Cooke TELLERS FOR THE NOES~— no 
Power, Patrick Joseph Tennant, Harold John Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand bri 
Price, Robert John Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) } Mr. William M‘Arthur. mt 
Rea. Russell Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. ex 
por 
kin 
It being after half-past Seven of the should be able to extend some concession per 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to|to them. Tea formed a large item in the Tre 
make his Report to the House. | expenditure of the poor Irish family. me 
_ | When the annual expenditure amounted ne 
Committee report progress; to sit | to £11 9s. Od., tea and groceries cost £3 Teg 
again this evening. }ot that amount, or over 35 per cent. of An 
ithe whole. In England the percentage the 
hi ; 
| spent on tea would not be so large, for on 
SVENING SITTING | the people here were more in the habit bet 
EVENING | ANG. he peop 
of drinking beer. Maize and tea formed the 
FINANCE BILL. half of the total cost of living to the poor vax 
in Ireland, and he asked the Chancellor an 
Considered in Committee. | to take that into account and to relieve un 
'them of the tea tax. Last year the right wel 
(In the Committee.) hon. Gentleman had pleaded that it was on 
war time, but now that peace had 94 
Clause 2 fortunately been brought about surely the 
es ., |the Treasury would accede to the request. ne 
9 .. FLYNN ‘ork County, N.) | . vie” : : . 
(3-6) — ye my (UOEe - i ) |It might be said that granting it would piy 
» wishe yve an Amendment | ‘ * ys . ~ | 
said he sy a “4 “its “a ~" or yee | create Customs difficulties. That was an low 
3) , { > teadauty snou not | . . : : 
to the effec ; ’ Ia : “Ty aiewe. : . | objection that might apply in the case of Wo s 
» levied in Ireland. are Was a greater |: . . . . of 
be levied in " oe \ és : : ie te | spirits, which were sometimes handled in of 1 
spr ; twee rect and indirect | ws : . 
disproportion f ta - Ks r € ree small quantities, but tea was dealt with 
axi aE n England, a ls oie 
en ” af pea ent "Wee *s NC | in chests and large quantities and could \ 
thile » tax ‘efar more heavily ° ¢ yo ‘ ai 
while the es a Ca uy a | be easily followed. The Chancellor had sac 
y F 2 well-to-do 1 « | . @ A . 
the poor than the well-to-d a li '/ a large surplus at his command, he could fine 
jes, its severity was exceptions le 
countrie o-. arerny - wpirlistsie : solied |afford to be generous, and he could not cou 
‘hi e tax < ri ores é 1eq | . i. « ‘ 
Ireland. . ¥ ax ‘ ° “Ps wat ‘pI i devote a portion of it for a more worthy of | 
ade 8 ; e ality 2 | : : . j (" 
= — nage = ; ‘1 — Ae '© | object, orone morelikely to be appreciated, Cor 
article, the cheap tea 0 1e poor woman | : ene a : 1. 
ee I }, | than relieving tea, which was a necessity tha 
having to pay as much as the costly ‘life in Irela ; ai dav 
beverage of the wealthy person. Having of life in Ireland anc not a luxury, from th: 
regard to the small resources of the people the proposed duty. The amount would to 1 
of Ireland, he thought the Chancellor | not be considerable to the Treasury, but , 
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would be a very great boon to Ireland, 
and above allto the poorer classes of that 
country. The people of Ireland could not 
afford to use a more expensive food, and 
he trusted the right hon. Gentle- 
man would be able to take a more 
generous view of this matter and relieve 
Ireland from what was one of the most 
considerable injustices of indirect taxa- 
tion under which she at present lay. 


Amendment proposed 


“Tn page 2, line 2, to leave out the words 
‘or Ireland.’”—(Mr. Flynn.) 


(Juestion proposed ‘That the words ‘or 
Ireland’ stand part of the clause.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said this was 
not the first time the hon. Member had 
brought this matter forward, but he 
must demur to his arguments, for his 
experience in this country was that the 
poor were more particular about the 
kind of tea they bought than other 
people, and probably it was the same in 
Ireland. He could not assent to the 
suggestion of the hon. Member, and as 
he was engaged in raising taxation he 
regretted to say he must oppose the 
Amendment. He did not think that 
the Budget resolutions had any bearing 
on the subject of the financial relations 
between the two countries. Next spring 
the whole question of direct and indirect 
taxation would have to be considered, 
and no doubt the tea duty would come 
under consideration. But he knew too 
well how dealers in these articles could, 
on the slightest hint, so arrange matters 
as to forestall by premature clearances 
the payment of a duty they expected to 
be raised, or delay by late clearances the 
payment of duty they expected to be 
lowered. Therefore, he was not going 
to say a word as to the 
of next spring. 


possible finance 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
said if this were the time to consider the 
financial relations between the two 
countries he couid understand the speech 
of his hon. friend the Member for North 
Cork, but he believed that by consent 
that question had been adjourned to a 
day promised for the discussion durme 
the present session. 
to vote for the abolition of the tea duty 
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in Ireland, and also in the United King- 
dom; but when they looked at the 
Budget of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer he did not think it was possible 
to submit a proposal of that kind at this 
time. Speaking for himself he was 
pledged, so far as the war was concerned, 
to vote for whatever expenditure the 
Covernment might deem necessary for 
that war, and there had not been a 
Motion before the House which he had 
not supported when it was in relation to 
the Government’s war policy. Therefore, 
the hon. Member placed him in a position 
of great difficulty. He should be very 
glad to vote for the Motion, but he was 
pledged to support the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, even at the expense of Ire- 
land. and if his hon. friend went to a 
division he should have to vote against 
him. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) complained that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had misunderstood the argu- 
ment of his hon. friend. Considering the 
circumstances of the people of Lreland on 
whom the tea tax fell with exceptional 
heaviness he thought the claim made was 
justifiable. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
knew Ireland well, and he 
thought that under the special circum- 
stances the burden on that country should 
be reduced. Let him withdraw the tax 
on tea and make it up by taxation on 
some other article. 


chequer 


(9.30.) COLONEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping) said reference had been made by 
hon. Members opposite to the way in 
which the poor people of Lreland would 
suffer from the new taxes proposed by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. He 
was sorry to say that the taxes would 
also be felt by many in the agricultural 
districts of England. Even in Essex the 
poorer classes might sulfer from the tax 
on tea. He had some acquaintance with 
the condition of the poorer classes of 
Ireland, and he believed they would un- 
doubtedly suffer from the tea tax. He 
understood that the poorer 
England and Ireland were not content 
with the quality of tea which might 
satisfy some of them here. They hought 
a more expensive article, for which they 
paid 2s, or 2s. 4d. per pound. He 
thought that hon. Members opposite 
must recognise that the Chancellor of the 


M 


classes in 
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Exchequer tonight had shown a kindly 
feeling towards the request made by hon. 
Members from Ireland in this matter, 
although he had not been able to make 
a definite statement on the subject. It 
was the wish of the right hon. Gentleman 
if possible to lighten the tax which might 
bear, he would not say unfairly, but 
hardly upon the poorer classes. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had warned 
the hon. Member for North Cork against 
learning too much of the gospel from the 
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it would be impossible to draw a line of 
demarcation between England and Ire- 
land in this matter. He could not help 
hoping that the general prosperity that 
was likely to flow over the country now 
the war was settled would be participated 
in by Ireland, that the money of the 


foreigners who were sure to visit our 


| shores this year would pour into a country 
-in which they might be sure of a hearty 


reception, and would assist the people to 
bear the incidence of this heavy taxa- 





hon. Member for King’s Lynn. 
sooner take the word of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer than accept the doctrines 


He would 


tion. 


(9.35.) 


of the hon. Member for King’s Lynn. 


He thought, however, 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner,James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue.. Stroud 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A..J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. Grid W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj min 
Scach, Rt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King's Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D'rbyshire 
Cayser, Sir ( ‘harles William 
‘hamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
‘hapman, Edward 
‘harrington, Spencer 

‘oghill, Douglas Harry 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


‘orbett, T. L. 


ee 


(Down, North) 


Craig. Robert Hunter 

Davies, M. Vanghan-(Caidigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, TR.(T'r. Hml'ts,8.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Elliot, Hon, A. Ralph Douglas 


that 
Member for North Cork would see that 


‘olston, Chas. Edw. H. (Athole 


‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


the 
| Noes, 69. 


AYES. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flower, Ernest 

Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hain, Edward 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanley 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginhottom, S. W. 
Holland, Willliam Henry 
Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lavland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.(Aceington 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol.S, 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M*‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. : 


Maxwell, W.J H( Dumfriesshire 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
More, Robert.Jasper(Shropsh re 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth mst’ w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, ht. Hn AGraham/( Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Question put. 


hon. | The Committee divided : —Ayes, 138; 
(Division List No. 214.) 


Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John S.G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
Rea, Russel 

teid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney 


, Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, HC(N’rth’m’b. (Tynside 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M*Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirCEH. (Sh’flield 
Webb, Colonel William (:eorge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Rt Hn.J Powell( Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley( York E.R. 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hall,W. 
Wilson, Fred. W (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson,.J W( W orcestershire.N. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E, 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Blake, Edward 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Channing, Franeis Allston 
Condon, Chomas Joseph 

Crean, Engene 

Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench. Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Griftith, Ellis J. 

Hammond John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


*(9.45.) Mr. CHANNING moved an 
Amendment to reduce the tea duty from 
6d. to 4d. perlb. He did so on two specific 
grounds. In the first place the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had stated that 
in considering the various expedients by 
which he could meet the increasing ex- 
penditure of the country, his object was 
to distribute the burden in tair and 
equal proportion between direct and 
indirect taxation, so that the pressure on 
the various classes of society might be 
reasonable and equitable. He did not 
think that hon. Members on the other 
side of the House nor the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer himself had fully con- 
sidered the exact incidence of these taxes 
upon the incomes of the working classes. 
In previous debates reference had been 
made to the very interesting and sug- 
gestive returns obtained by the Board 
of Trade in 1889 on working men’s 
expenditure. He would wish hon. 
Members could examine that return for 
themselves and see the exact result 
interpreted in the form of an income 
tax. The simplest and easiest way to 
ascertain whether a tax was just or 
unjust was to find out what was the 
proportionate contribution of their in- 
come which the working classes made to 
the taxation of the country. He had 


Lundon, W. 


Reddy, M. 








been furnished with a number of tables 
of working men’s expenditure by one of 
the ablest co-operators in the Midlands, 
and whose name was he'd in high repute 
in the co-operative world, giving the 
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Hope, Jolin Deans (Fife, West) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M°Kean, John 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J, 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’ 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperar 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscomm’n, N. 
O’Malley. William 

O Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Redmond. William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Seott,Chas. (Prestwich, Leeds) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Spencer, Rt Hn C. R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgansh. ) 
Thompson, Dr. E C. (Monaghan 
Toulmin, George 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, John (Durham ( Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


y, Mid. 
ry, N.) 






TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Patrick O Brien. 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford 


names, the numbers in the families, and 
their consumption of bread stuffs, tea, 
sugar, and tobacco. These tubles showed 
that an enormous contribution, as 
expressed in terms of an income tax, was 
being made in respect of these four 
heads of expenditure alone. They were 
the budgets of artisans of the highest class 
with incomes ranging from 32s. to 50s. 
a week. One budget of 35s. a week 
showed a total indirect contribution vd 
valorem on these four articles of 19d. in 
the £, expressed as income tax: in 
another case the amount was 24°8d. in 
the £. These figures would help hon. 
Members opposite to realise how enor- 
mous was the contribution of the work- 
ing classes to the revenue of the country. 
Heasked the Committee to remember that 
this caleulation did not include anything 
in respect of intoxicating liquors, though 
a large proportion of the class referred to 
did consume such liquors, and in that way 
made an additional contribution to the 
revenue. It seemed to him that the 
figures he had quoted represented the ex- 
treme inequality of the treatment of the 
working classes as compared with the 
other classes. He had worked ovt the 
exact amount of income tax which would 
be paid by an ordinary working class 
family on the amount of tea consumed, 
supposing the tea was sold at wholesale 
prices. The average wholesale price had 
been given by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer as 887d. The proportionate 
tax in these tables would range from 
M 2 
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12°8d.downto3.6d.inthe£. Ofcoursethat | 
did not represent the exact amountof con- | 
tribution by the consumer, because he had 
to pay a good deal more for his tea than | 
wholesale price. Assuming that the’! 
price of tea paid by the working classes 
was from ls. 2d. to Is. 6d. per lb., these | 
figures would be increased from a third 
to a half, and would represent an income 
tax of from about 2d. toabove 5d. in the £. 
If the Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
required further instruction on this 
point he would refer him to a remark- 
able paper by the Colonial Secretary in 
1884, showing the proportion of tax 
revenue then paid by the working classes. 
He contended that not only on the tea 
duty. but on the whole of the indirect 
taxation imposed by the successive 
Budgets introduced by the right 
hon. Gentleman, the inequality of 
treatment as between the rich and 
the poor had not been diminished, 
but had been vastly inereased. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had _re- 
ceived an enormous excess from the tea 
duty of noless than £1,050,000the first year 
and £490,000 last year over his estimate of 
£1, 800,000 for the added 2d. Andanother 
of these indirect taxes, that on sugar, 
had produced £1,290,000 over estimate. 
These increases constituted a very great 
burden on the. working classes. There 
was a very strong claim on the part of 
these people who were paying so dispro- 
portionate a share of national expenditure 
tohavesome relief fromthe duties imposed 
upon them, and it was because the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, although he had 
a considerable amount of money to spare 
this year, and in the coming year if the 
ordinary expenditure was maintained, 
would have a still larger amount to distri- 
bute, had not given any intimation of his 
intention of removing the burdens trom 
the working classes that he felt it 
necessary to move his Resolution, which 
he now did. 


Finance 


Amendment proposed 


‘Tp to leave out the word 
*sixpence,’ and insert the word ‘ fourpence.’ ” 


Mr. ¢ hanning. ) 


page 2, line 3, 


(uestion proposed, oe’ That the word 
‘sixpence’ stand part of the Clause.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Town I am 
rather surprise d that the hon. Member 
Mr. Channing. 


‘COMMONS; 
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shouldhave movedthis Amendmentonthe 
present occasion. There can be no 
question, to my mind, that, having 
regard to the expenditure of the year, 
we must retain the duties at the same 
rate as they stood last year. Taking the 
country as a whole | cannot see what 
possible grounds there are for this 
Amendment. I pass by what the hon. 
Gentleman said as to the sugar duties, 
but with regard to the tea duty there has 
been a very considerable increase in the 
yield of the tea duty in the past year. Is 
not that clear proof that the great bulk 
of the population of this country con- 
tinue to indulge in tea even toa greater 
extent than before. And why? Because 
although the tax has been increased, the 
price of tea has fallen. I consider that 
the proposal of the hon. Member to re- 
duce the tea duty this year is unjustifi- 
able; but I do not at all deny that 
when we come to revise taxation next 
year it will be perfectly right to take the 
tea duties into consideration. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee) said that it was satisfactory to 
have from the Chancellor of the Ey- 
chequer the statement that the addition 
of 2d. to the tea duty was a war tax and 
not to be made permanent. 


*Ssir M. HICKS BEACH: Nothing 
could be more wrong than for me to in- 
dicate in the slightest degree what pro- 
posals | may have to make in regard 
to the taxation next year. ‘The hon. 
Gentleman must not take anything | 
have said as a promise. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON thought 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 
tailed to grasp the real objection on that 
side of the House to thistax. It was no 
answer to them to say that the yield of 
the tea tax had been larger than last 
year, and that the consumption had in- 
creased. ‘The great objection which they 
had to this tax was that it fell irretriev- 
ably on a large section of the community 
which could not bear any additional 
burden at all. One-third of the popula 
tion were so poor that they could not 
stand a single farthing more of taxation. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
laid down a proposition which must 
broadly be accepted by all. He said that 
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every man who was capable of main- 
taining himself ought to contribute to 
the taxation of the country. So should 
all of them. But did the right hon. 
Gentleman mean by ‘“ maintaining him- 
self’ that it must be in a state of 
physical efficiency ? Onthe ground the 
hon. Gentleman suggested it allowed 
a margin of ;subsistence for men who 
had wages of 15s. or 18s. a_ week, 
but when they came to a poor woman 
who had no margin over a miserable sub- 
sistence — very often the margin was 
below it—they had no right to tax them 
atall. This was the root of their objec- 
tion to the additional taxation, not be- 
cause it was a war tax, but because it 
fell with unrelenting severity on the 
poorest ot the poor. 


Mr. M-KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said there was one phrase which fell from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer which 
put his argument out of court, and that 
was “ Having regard to the expenditure 
f the year.” This tax was not needed 
for the expenditure of the year. The 
right hon. Gentleman had got a surplus 
of £6,000,000 ; and he should vote for the 
reduction of this and every indirect tax 
until they had absorbed this surplus. 
Un that ground the Amendment was 
imply justified. If they had to select 
trom amongst the taxes that which 
might be reduced, this is the one which 
should have the first place. It was not 
in alternative between comfort and 
want of comfort. Nobody would con- 
tend that a family that was living in 
comfort would be reduced to discomfort 
by the increase of the tea duty by 2d. in 
the Ib. or the increase in the price of 
the quartern loaf by a farthing. That 
was not the question they were dealing 
with now. What they were pleading for 
was the population which not 
physically fit on account of low food. 
Une-fourth of the population were living 
on Wages insuflicient to preserve them 
in full physical effi iency, and he sub- 
mitted that when there was a surplus of 
£),000,000 they should take off this in- 
creased duty on tea which had really 
become a necessity to the poor. 


was 


(10.5.) Mr. BROADHURST said that | ! : 
iin 1900 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer had now 
i surplus of £6,000,000, which he did not 
know exactly what to do with. 
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*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: I did not 
say that. 

Mr. BROADHURST said that the 


first and greatest debt the right hon. 
Gentleman owed was to the over-taxed 
working people, and theretore he should 
devote at least £2,000,000 of this money 
to the relief of these poor people, 
Running through all the arguments 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was the strain that as the people still 
used the articles he had taxed, therefore 
they were not over-taxed. ‘lhe Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should rejoice that the 
working people were going on using tea 
instead of strong drink. He understood 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
drink tea, or coffee, or use sugar. He 
wished the right!hon. Gentleman did, 
for it was very necessary sometimes on 
the Treasury Benches. There was an 
increasing tendency to the consumption 
of tea. It was now used at breakfast, 
dinner, at tea, and at supper time. He 
himself used it, and found great advan- 
tage from it, when it was not too strong. 
It was very soothing and cooling and, 
in his judgment,’ strengthening; at 
least he found it so. It was now used 
in the field by agricultural labourers 
instead of the home brewed beer which 
they tormerly took out to work with 
them. Now, if the country was pros- 
perous to the extent that the consump- 
tion of this article of domestic use was 
on the increase, surely the class of people 
he reterred to was more entitled than 
any other to a share in that prosperity. 
Having a surplus of £6,000,000, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who had 
put 2d. on the |b. of tea two years ago, 
had no exeuse for maintaining that 2d. 
Surely he ought to give back at least 1d. 
of it; or let him give a definite pledge 
that night that the tax would not be 
maintained at its present rate beyond 
this year. He did not know a more 
unjust tax than a tea tax; and there 
were lots of other articles from which he 
could get his £2,000,000, and he ought to 
do it. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
he had opposed this tax last year and 
when it was imposed as a 
temporary tax because the war was 
raging. But now the war was really 
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over—it had even ceased to be “ A sort 
of war’’—yet the Chancellor of 
Exchequer maintained the tax at its 
existing high scale. As an Irish Mem- 
ber he had no hesitation in saying there 
was no tax which pressed so unfairly on 
Ireland. ‘The House might not be 
aware that tea had now become one of 
the first necessities of life among” the 
poor people of Ireland. After the 
failure of the potato crop they were 
obliged to feed on Indian corn, which 
was now also subject to taxation, 
and that led to the extensive use 
of tea in the cottages of Ireland. 
The elementary principle of taxation was 
that equality of taxation meant equality 
of sacrifice. It was absurd to talk of 
maintaining a proportion between direct 
and indirect taxation. The first duty of 
every Government was to see that none 
of the inhabitants of their country died of 
starvation ; and if they taxed the first 
necessaries of life, it involved, more or 
less, if not actual starvation, or, as the 
alternative, the poorhouse, which was the 
very last resort of persons of independent 
feeling who were daily on the very verge 
of starvation. Why should the tax be 
retained on this particular occasion! If 
the war were actually in progress, and if 
it were necessary to face for another vear, 
all the wasteful and extravagant or justi- 
fiable expenditure--it mattered not which 
for his argument—he could understand 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer maintain- 
ing the sixpenny duty on tea. If the right 
hon. Gentleman did not mean in 1901 to 
remove it when the war was over, why 
did he make it a temporary tax, and not 


a permanent tax, like the tax on sugar 


last year and the tax on corn in the | 


present vear. He had listened with great 
interest to the debate on the previous 
clause 


earried, but the observations he intended 
to make on it wonld be equally germane 
to the present Amendment. For the first 
time in the history of Finance, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer admitted he had 
over £6,000,000 to spare, but would not 
enlighten the Committee or the country 
as to how he meant to apply the money. 
The right hon. Gentleman introduced his 
3udget when peace was low ming in the air, 
and, without waiting to see whether peace 
could actually be effectuated, he rushed 


the | 


He had no opportunity of taking | 
. = . | 
part in it, owing to the closure being | 
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then informed the House of Commons that 
it could not discuss the loan because he 
had received the money. He also intro- 
duced the corn tax, and proposed to con- 
tinue the sixpenny duty on tea Why 
should he do that, when peace intervened 
before the Finance Bill was passed. He 
himself felt that the country was unduly 
and unnecessarily overtaxed in the present 
Budget. He thought that the general 
opinion, not only of those who would 
have to bear the taxation, but also the 
verdict of posterity would be that the 
right hon. Gentleman was now taxing the 
first necessaries of life, and was leaving to 
the nation a legacy like that left by Pitt. 
The right hon. Gentleman said, in reply 
to the hon. Member for Leicester, that he 
could not do better than pay off his debts, 
but why would not the right hon. Gentle- 
man pay off half his debts, and relieve the 
unfortunate poor people by givirg them 
a cheaper breakfast table. He was brought 
up ina school of politics and finance, the 


favourite motto of which was a_ free 
breakfast table. But that had all now 
gone to the winds, and had ceased 
to be a popular ery. All their old 


notions of liberty, of retrenchment, and 
above all the idea that the first object of 
every financier should be to secure a 
free breakfast table for the poor and 
half-starved population were »bandoned. 
Even in the great city of London with 
all its brilliancy and magnificence, if 
they could only, like Asmodeus, litt 
off the reofs, and peep down on some of 
the garrets and atties in that vast hive 
|of humanity, what misery, what poverty, 
what destitution, and what __heart- 
rending scenes would be witnessed. 
It had been the pride of almost every 
statesman to relieve poverty, in as far as 
in him lay ; now the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had £6,000,000, and it ought 
to be his first duty to apply £2,000,000 


| of that to the reduction of the tea tax. 
| 


| (10.22.) Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnar- 
vonshire, Kifion) said he wished to say 
why he would be unable to vote with his 
hon. friend who moved the Amendment. 
| He regarded the tax as a war tax; and 





| 


that being so, he was strongly of opinion 
| that it was the duty of the country to 
| discharge its obligations, and also that 
‘the generation which made war ought 


in and raised a loan of £32,000,000, and | to pay for it. He had both in the House 


Mr. Heniph ill, 
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and in his own constituency strenuously 
denounced the Government because they 
had made war—in his opinion an un- 
necessary and iniquitous war—and they 
ought to make the generation which 
supported the war pay forit. It would, 
therefore, be absolutely inconsistent for 
him to vote for the reduction of the tax ; 
but he felt, nevertheless, that there was 
no hon. Member who had a better right 
to vote against any war tax than he had, 
because he had always voted against 
supplies for the war, and had never voted 
a single Sixpence towards it. But now 
the expenditure had been incurred and 
should be paid for, and the only question 
was Whether it should be paid by the 
people who made the war, or by posterity 
who would not be in any way responsible 
for it. There was the further point that 
the tax on tea reached a class which 
scarcely any other tax reached, namely, 
the Nonconformist teetotalers. In the 
pa-t. Nonconformists distinguished them- 
selves as a peace-loving community, but 
they had fallen away from that during the 
last few years, mainly under the influence 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Kast Wolverhampton, and the hon. 
Member for the Louth Division. ‘There 
fore, he thought they ought not to escape 
any of the burden of the war taxation, 
and ought to be made to pay. It might be 
sald that he was inconsistent because 
he had voted against the corn tax: but 
there was a great difference between the 
corn tax and the tea tax. In the first 
place when the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man the Member for Central Sheffield 
cheered so loudly the imposition of the 
corn tax, that indicated to him that the 
tax was one of Protection, and later the 
hon. and learned Member for Laun- 
ceston showed that it would fall with 
great severity on a class «f the com- 
munity which, whether they supported 
the war or not, ought to escape taxation. 
The tea tax was not Protective in any 
shape or form, and could not be denounced 
as the thin end of Protection. It was 
true that a good many poor people used 
tea, but, after all, tea was not a necessary 
of life. He felt it his duty, 
on the present occasion, to support the 
Government. He voted for the tax 
when it was imposed, and he also voted 
for the sugar tax, and he hoped they 


Bread was. 
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would be continued until the war ex- 
penditure was paid off. He could not 
agree with the argument that because the 
war was over they should not continue to 
impose increased taxation. That was a 
fallacious argument. The war was over, 
but the obligations incurred by it had not 
been discharged, and until they were, war 
taxation was necessary. On that point, 
the argument of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was perfectly sound ; and he 
maintained that the present taxation 
ought to be continued until the entire 
cost of the war had been paid by the 
generation which rushed the country 
into it. 


(10.30.) Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Nor- 
folk, N.W.) said he happened to be a 
Nonconformist teetotaler, and he did not 
know why his hon. friend should have 
charged that special class with being 
responsible for the war. He was free 
from that charge himself, and he believed 
that a great many others like him were 
also free from it. He did not object to 
the tax personally. He was willing to 
bear his fair share of taxation, but he 
wished to protest against the tax on 
behalf of a certain section of the com- 
munity, whose interests had not been as 
fully represented during the present 
debates as they deserved to be. He 
referred to the large and deserving class 
of agricultural labourers. Years ago that 
class had representation in the House of 
Commons, and he could well imagine that 
their representative would have made a 
most vigorous protest against the tax, 
had he been present, and would have 
protested against a tax on food being 
placed on that deserving and small wages- 
earning portion of the community. He 
would have been able, from his own 
experience, to point to the time when 
Free Trade did not exist, and when that 
class had to bear the great burdens laid 
upon them as well as upon other classes 
ot the community—burdens which have 
now happily disappeared since the advent 
of Free Trade. But that representative 
was not now in the House, and he, him- 
self, had the privilege and honour of 
representing the constituency for which 
he sat; and he, therefore, felt bound to 
take that opportunity of making a most 
vigorous protest against the tax. If the 


closure had not intervened, he would 


have wished to have made some remarks 
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on the corn tax, even in preference 
to the tea tax, but both taxes laid 
a heavy burden, though not in 
same «degree, on the class in whose 
interests he was addressing the Com- 
mittee. He had taken pains during 
the last few months to gather, as far as 
he could, what amount of the burden 
would be placed on wage-earners who 
were not in the same position as artisans 
in large towns earning 30s.. 35s., or 40s. 
a week. They had to be content with 
wages of lls. or 12s. a week, and he was 
prepared to say that at least an extra 
burden of Is. had been placed on them 
through the commodities they purchased 
from week to week in the village shop, 
since the advent of the war taxes. Ifthe 
right hon. Gentleman would consider the 
proportion of ls. to 12s. per week he 
would that a heavier burden was 
laid on that class of the community than 
on other classes who had the good fortune 
to have larger incomes. It was not on 
his own behalf, or on behalf of the class 
he immediately represented, that he 
made that protest, but on behalf of a 
class who were bearing more than their 
just share of war taxation. It had been 
said over and over again that all classes 
of the community should bear their por- 
tion of war taxation, especially the work- 
ing classes, because they had clamoured 
very loudly for the war; but as far as 
his experience went, there was no class 
less ardent for the war than the agricul- 
tural labourers. At the same time, they 
had berne sacrifices of a different kind 
from those which resulted from mone- 
tary burdens, They had sent their sons 
to the war in large numbers; and in 
every village in the district from which 
he came there were those who had lost 
their sons, or other near relatives, in the 
war. Therefore, they had made great 
sacrifices, and he thought it was ex- 
tremely hard that they should have a 
new burden of taxation placed upon their 
shoulders, after having borne sacrifices of 
a much more serious kind. The Is.. 
which was the smallest additional amount 


see 
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do towards providing a better cottage? 
What would it not do towards improving 
the conditions under which these hard. 
working men were compelled to live— 
conditions which were a disgrace to any 
civilised community, and which, he was 
sure, every hon. Member would desire to 
see improved. If the additional burden 
were laid on them there would be no 
possibility of their getting better cottages, 
Unfortunately they were a class who had 
reaped no benefit from the war. Many 
of the artisan class had received higher 
wages and a larger amount of work 
through the war, but in the agricultural 
districts the labourers had to bear bur- 
dens and make sacrifices without getting 


/any money recompense in any shape or 


which had been placed on the shoulders | 
of the agricultural labourer, would do a | 


great deal. All who knew the rural 
districts were aware that many shameful 
cases of overcrowding could be found in 


large cities. 


Mr. Ge orge White. 


‘other duties which fell upon them. 
them, just as well as in the slums of the | 


What would not Is. a week | 


form. He felt. therefore, that, as 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
the means in his hand of removing 
that portion of extra taxation referred 
to in the Amendment, he ought to 
respond to the call made on him 
both in the House and out of it, and 
relieve to that extent a very deserving 
class of the community. 


*Mr. CHANNING said that the reply 
of the right hon. Gentleman completely 
evaded the trustworthy figures he had 
laid before the Committee, which showed 
that in the case of well-paid artizans the 
four items of indirect taxation amounted 
to an income tax of from ls. to 2s. in 
the £, and the amount paid on tea repre- 


sented an income tax of from 2d. to 
5d. in the £. And when you went to 
the very poor in the East End of 


London and elsewhere, and to the agri- 
cultural labourers dealt with by the hon. 
Member for Norfolk, the case was. still 
worse. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 


had not attempted to deal with or 
controvert these figures: and he now 
challenged the right hon. Gentleman 


to say whether the imposition of the 
tea tax and the other taxes did not 
impose on the working classes a larger 
proportion of contribution to the ex- 
penditure of the country than was 
imposed on the higher classes in the 
payment of the income tax and the 
The 
right hon. Gentleman was perfectly well 
aware that the proportionate expenditure 
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on an item like tea in a wealthy house- 
hold was almost absolutely né/ in pro- 
portion to the income of that house; 
but in an humble household, and still 
more among the poorer classes jiving 
in single room tenements, it formed an 
enormous contribution in proportion to 
their income. He challenged the right 
hon. Gentleman to say whether he 
could maintain in face of figures of 
that kind, that the contribution asked 
for from the working classes bore 
anything like a just and fair proportion 
to the contribution taken from the 
wealthier classes of the community. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would deal with the figures he had 
given, and state whether they did not 
establish the fact that the working 
classes had to contribute more largely 
than the wealthy classes. 


‘Sin M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Member asks me a question, and in 
reply 1 may say that | do not think 
that the figures he has given establish 
the case he has endeavoured to make 
out. But whether they do or do not, 
there is no question whatever that at 
the present time the contributions from 
indirect taxation to the revenue are 
less in proportion to the contributions 
from direct taxation than ever before. 
Last year direct taxation contributed 
nearly 53 percent. and indirect taxation 
only 47 per cent. The hon. Member may 
think that indirect taxation should 
contribute even That may or 
may not be. 


less. 


“Mr. CHANNING : 


not individual eases. 


These are totals, 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
think you can argue this matter from 
individual cases, and I will only add 
that there is not the slightest reason 
for the proposed reduction. 


(10.50.) Mr. T. P. OCONNOR 
(Liverpool, Scotland) said that if the 
proposal had been to abolish the tea 
tax altogether, he would have voted 
gladly in its favour, because he had 
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always regarded the tax as one of the 
worst and most oppressive forms of 
taxation. He would, however, vote 
to reduce the tax, because that was 
the best proposal before the Committee 
at present. He regretted that he had 
not an opportunity of speaking on the 
previous Amendment, but he was 
temporarily absent from the House, 
and had no opportunity of taking part 
in either the debate or the division. 
However, it was better late than never; 
and he thought he would be able to 
keep well within the limits of the 
question before the Committee, and 
at the same time say something as to 
why he regarded that tax especially 
oppressive on the poorer classes, and, 
therefore, especially oppressive on Lreland 
where the poorer classes formed a larger 
proportion of the population than in 
any of the other nationalities making 
up the United Kingdom. The right 
hon. Gentleman had asked whether it 
was to be contended that all 
of the community were not to con- 
tribute their share to the general 
taxation of the country. That argu- 
ment, which rather astonished him, 
and which had been repeated several 
times, involved a somewhat curious 
contradiction, for it seemed to be 
contended, and to be regarded as 
pertectly consistent to argue, that a 
certain tax would not any 
burden on the working classes, and 
at the same time to contend that the 
working classes must bear their share. 
They could not bear a burden which 
did not exist, and he was, theretore, 
unable to understand how the right 
hon. Gentleman could reconcile these 
two propositions. He himself accepted 
the principle that the taxation of the 
country should be spread over all classes. 
Without such safeguard, and 
with the strong military spirit abroad, 
he did not know what wars would be 
entered upon without any provocation 
or necessity. But that principle should 
have the limitation that the 
for a bare livelihood or a half livelihood, 
ought not to be touched. That was 
recognised as regarded the middle classes, 
because a certain proportion of income 
was deducted before the Income tax 
applied. Was it to be argued that they 


classes 


impose 


some 


means 
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had no right to exclude from taxation 
that low basis required for subsistence. 
He put tea as part of that narrow 
basis of cheap living which ought to be 
excluded from the operations of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer and his agents. 
He looked upon tea as it would affect 
the working classes in the slums of 
London and the Congested Districts in 
Ireland. He heard the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer once say that he was a total 
abstainer from tea and tobacco, and he 
did not think, therefore. that the right 
hon. Gentleman knew the part that tea 
played in the lives of other people, 
especially the poor. The seamstress of 
St. Giles lived on tea and bread and 
butter. Again, in the Congested Dis- 
tricts of Ireland, tea was one of the 
main articles of food. It was a stimulent, 
but it not only exhilerated the spirits, 
but it destroyed the pangs of hunger. 
and stayed the appetite for more sub 
stantial food. In Ireland the consump- 
tion of tea was proportionately greater 
than in England or Scotland, and it was 
a curious fact that the tea consumed in 
Ireland was dearer and of a better quality 


than the tea which was used by the 
working classes in England. Therefore, 


it «ould be seen that in the Congested 
Districts in Ireland, the tax on tea was 
a very considerable burden. The con- 
sumption in England was between 5 
and 6 lbs. per head, whereas in Ireland 
it was 8 lbs. per head. It was, there- 
fore, an unequal tax as between England 
and Ireland, because it fell more heavily 
on freland than on England. He re- 
membered the time when tea was re- 
garded as a luxury only for the rich in 
Ireland. and when the peasantry would 
be shocked if anyone thought of taking 
tea for breakfast. But tea was now the 
fashion, and was used more in Ireland 
than perhaps in any other country in 
the world except Russia and China. 
Was it not preposterous that the food of 
the people should be subjected to such a 
high rate of taxation? Further, it was 
an unequal tax because it was levied 
unequally, 6d. being imposed on tea at 
3s. 6d. per lb. as well as on tea at 1s, 6d. 
per lb. He thought that the sooner the 
Liberal Party went back to the principle 
of the free breakfast table, and demanded 
that the necessaries of life should be free 
from taxation, the better for them. 
Mr. T., P. O'Connor. 
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(11.0.) Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM 
(Glamorganshire, Rhondda) said that it 
had been stated on both sides of the 
House that the working classes were in 
some way or other concerned in the 
war, and that they ought to take their 
part in the taxation to bear the expense 
of that war. He could say, however, 
honestly and deliberately that by no 
class in the country was the war more 
opposed than by the men he had the 
honour to represent. When, however, 
the war came they took part in it, not 
because they loved the war, not because 
they thought that the war was really 
justifiable, but because their country 
was at war; and they were prepared to 
make sacrifices and did make sacrifices, 
not because they liked the war, but 
becanse they liked their country. How 
had their ‘ervieces been recognised } 
Their bread had been taxed; their 
tea had been taxed, their sugar had been 
taxed, their tobacco had been taxed, their 
beer had been taxed, and almost every- 
thing that made life pleasant for them 
had been taxed. That, as the Committee 
would admit, reduced the value of their 
earnings, but even more than that, they 
had to contribute to the coal tax. For 
assisting the Government in the war, 
although they did not like the war, they 
had been paying not only by a reduction 
in the value of their wages, but by a 
reduction of the wages themselves. He 
would appeal to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to reduce the taxation to the 
extent proposed in the Amendment before 
the Committee. It might be said that 
the men for whom he was speaking liked 
beer; but they were great users of tea. 
They took 


cold tea to their work, and had tea again 


That was their beverage. 
when they returned. It was tea morning, 
therefore, 
earnestly appealed to the Chancellor of 


noon, and night, and _ he, 
the Exchequer to allow the proposed 
reduction. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 
if the financial situation had 
unchanged since the introduction of the 
Budget he would not be supporting the 
Amendment. Last year he voted in 
favour of maintaining the 6d. duty. 
Every penny on tea represented 


remained 
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£1,000,000, and if there were any addi- 
tional money required from indirect 
taxation, he thought through tea, was 
the best way to get it. Tea was a much 
better article on which to impose taxation 
than corn, because it did not interfere 
with any other trade. It was a clean tax, 
and, therefore, if any additional taxation 
were required, he would not support a 
reduction of the duty on tea. But he 
thought they now found themselves in 
the most extraordinary position in which 
the House of Commons ever was in in 
discussing a Finance Bill. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had got £6,000,000 or 
£8,000,000 more than he wanted. <A 
paper circulated that morning showed 
that there was a considerable surplus 
without levying any additional taxation 
atall. His hon, friend proposed to reduce 
the duty on tea by 2d. which would 
deprive the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
of £2,000,000 ; but the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had got £6,000,000 to spare, 
and why should he not give away 
£2,000,000 7 If money were required he 
would prefer that a tax should be put on 
tea, but when the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer insisted on putting on a new 
tax on corn and on increasing the income 
tax, neither of which were required, then 
he would support the Amendment to 
reduce the tea tax, because he thought 
the tax payer was entitled to something 
outof peace. The position of the Govern 
ment Was most extraordinary. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had shown 
that he could dispense with £16,000,000 
of income, yet the taxpayer was not to 
receive anything. The right hon. 
Gentleman refused to abandon the corn 
tax; let him, therefore, return something 
to the taxpayer in tea. There was 
never a peace established after a great 
war that the taxpayer did not get some- 
thing, and he could not understand the 
position which the Government had 
taken up. He would support the 
Amendment because he did not believe 
that the money was wanted. If he 
could induce hon. Members opposite to 
think out the matter for themselves he was 
sure his hon. friend would receive support 
from them for his Amendment. But they 
did not appear to think of anything ; 
they did not believe in figures; and 
without support from hon. Gentlemen 
they, on that side, could do 


Even at the last moment he 


opposite 
nothing. 
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would appeal to hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to consider whether in the interest of 
the taxpayer they might not see their 
way to support the Amendment. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford 
said he was absolutely.uninterested in the 
question of tea, but he did not under- 
stand why the hon. Member for North- 
West Norfolk should allocate to himselt 
the right to speak for the agricultural 
labourers. They all knew that the hon. 
Member was the apostolic successor of 
Mr. Joseph Arch, but that did not 
entitle him to speak for the agricultural 
labourers. He himself had represented 
the agricultural labourers, with more or 
less success, for seventeen years, and 
many of his hon. friends also knew 
something about them. The hon. friend 
suggested that the tax should be with- 
drawn because the agricultural labourer 
received only lls. or 12s. in wages. If 
he might venture to say so with the 
utmost respect, that was what he might 
call an exaggerated hyperbole. In the 
eastern counties their wages were about 
15s. a week. The hon. Gentleman also 
said that the agricultural labourers in 
East Norfolk were less ardent about the 
war than were people elsewhere. Well, 
Norfolk was sometimes said to be a little 
behind hand, and possibly they had not 
heard about the war yet. All he knew 
that in Essex the agricultural 
labourers gave an honest and inde- 
pendent support to the war, and were 
by no means dissatisfied with it. The 
hon. Gentleman also said that the wages 
of the agricultural labourer would be 
diminished by 1s. a week, and that if he 
had that ls. he would be able to house 
himself better. Did the hon. Gentleman 
mean that for ls. a week more an extra 
cottage could be put up, or did lie mean 
that a better cottage could be obtained 
for an additional rent! Their difficulty 
in Essex was that they could not get 
cottages, even if they paid five shillings 
rent. The solution of the 


was the 


was 


a week 
question building of more 
cottages by the local authorities. What 
he had said was said with the utmost 
respect, and he only wished to suggest 
that Members took an 


other hon. 
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interest in the agricultural labourers as 
well as the hon. Member did, and, 
perhaps, knew as much about them. 


*Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire) 
suid he was unable to support his hon. 
friend on that oceasion, as he thought that 
theChancellorot the Exchequer had taken 
up a sound position in refusing to remit 
the tax. Theright hon. Gentleman had 
really no surplus this year with which 
to remit taxation, and if he gave away 
£2,000,000 now it would be merely 
taking it out of the pockets of posterity. 
The right hon. Gentleman was perfectly 
right in applying every penny he had 
over to paying off debts. He opposed 
the corn tax, but the tea tax was in a 
very different position. He wished to 
say a word with reference to the relative 
proportion between direct and indirect 
taxation. He thought the right hon. 
Gentleman wrong in taking 52 
per cent. and 48 per cent. respectively 
as a fair distribution. If the right hon. 
Gentleman would examine the question 
more closely, he would find that men 
whose contribution to Imperial revenue 
was entirely from indirect taxation con- 
tributed a larger percentage of their 
income than men who contributed to 
both direct and indirect taxation. ‘Two 
years ago he had occasion to go into 
the question for a different purpose. 
He consulted the manager of a large 
co-operative store, which had 4,000 or 
5,000 working men customers, as to what 
they paid to Imperial taxation, and the 
inanager replied that they paid a 
relatively small sum ; but on going into 
details, and on examining the accounts 
of several teetotal working men who 
smoked a little tobacco, they found that 
these men contributed, roughly, five per 
cent. of their income to Imperial taxation, 
and, asthe hon. Member tor North-west 
Norfolk had said, another Is. had since 
been added. Then,over and above that, 
the working man paid a large proportion 
of his income in local taxes, which would 
represent another five 


Was 


per cent., or a 

total of 15 per cent. in Imperial and local 

taxes. The man with £1,000 or £10,000 

a year did not pay anything like that 

proportion. The more indirect taxation 

the Chancellor of the Exchequer levied, 
Mujor Basch. 
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|the more unequal would the burden 
'become. He opposed the corn tax not 
|on account of the amount, but because 
it was bad in principle, and would 
ultimately result in great hardship to 
the people. On that ground he opposed 
the corn tax, but he was bound to 
support the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in regard to tea. 


* Mr. GROVES (Salford) urged that 
people ought to pay their debts before 
they transferred liabilities, and they 
should be just before they were generous, 
while if they had any obligations as to 
the amount of which they were not 
certain, a liberal sum should be set aside 
to meet them. That was the spirit in 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


was acting. We had not finished with 


the debts connected with the war; 
there were troops to be brought home, 
amounts due to them to be paid, 
colonists to be taken to their own 


countries, and obligations of various 
kinds to be discharged. If the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had a couple of millions 
to dispose of, he would doubtless have 
been more inclined to strike out the 
corn tax rather than to take anything off 
the tea duty. The hon. Member tor North- 
west Norfolk had stated that he was a 
Nonconformist and a teetotaller. He 
himself had neither the privilege of beinga 
Nonconformist nor the advantage of being 
a teetotaller, but if he had been seeking 
any boon from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer he would have kept in mind 
the principles he had urged at the 
commencement of his and 
endeavoured to discharge his debts before 
he put off any of his liabilities. 


remarks, 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden) thoroughly agreed with 
the advice of the previous speaker in 
regard to discharging their liabilities, 
and he also believed that the working 
classes were willing to pay their fair 
contribution towards the expenses of the 
country of which they were proud to be 
citizens. But the contribution should 
be collected by a system of direct 
taxation by which every. man has paid 
according to his means As the hon. 
Member for the Chelmsford Division 
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had said, the labourers were prepared 
to pay their quota, but they were not 
prepared to pay five per cent. or ten per 
cent. of their income whilst the 
millionaire paid only one or two per 
cent. Having had to appeal to the 
agricultural labourers for their support, 
he could assure the Committee that in 
the county of Essex they agreed with 
the views he had put forward rather 
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agricultural labourers as well as other 
classes to pay by a system of direct 


taxation, and he should therefore 
support the Amendment before the 
Committee. 


(11.16.) Question put. 





than with those of the hon. and 
gallant Member for the Chelmsford 
Division. It would be wise to call upon 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe} 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
jailey. James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Baliour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Barry. Sir Francis 'T. (Windsor 


Bathurst, Hon Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn Sir Michael Hicks 
Beresford, Lord Charles Win. 
Bienold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Ball, Wilhtam James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Astou Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Re. Hon. J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Worer 
Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Charehhill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E, 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colonb,SirJ ohnCharles Keady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, fT. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, win Edward Bainbridge 
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Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel] 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dewar, 'T. R.(T’rH’ ml’ts,S. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingtield- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxiord,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, C. R. Munro (Leith 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-( rH mts 
Gorst, Kt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW (B’rySEdnvnds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Ray mond- (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Riehard Bardon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Marg. of (L’nd’nder. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 229 ; 
(Division List No. 215.) 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope.J. I. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Hoult. Joseph ‘ 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John( Kent, Fav’rsi’m 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T, (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H ( Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick NS 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol.S 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, Jolin Cuminine 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. : 
M*Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim. E 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W..J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David... (Walthamst. 
Morgan, Hn. Fred. (Monm’thsh 
Morreli, George Herbert 
Morton,Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
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Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RtHn A Graham(Bute 
Murray. Charles (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndbam (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Peel, Hn Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Ear! 

Pierpont, Robert 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Erne-t George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert! 

Randles, John 5. 

Rasch, Mz jor Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Alian, William (Gateshead) 
Allen.CharlesP(Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brunner, Sic John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
‘awley, Frederick 

ovan, Denis J. 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 

‘raig, Robert Hunter 

‘rean, Eugene 

‘remer. Willian Randal 
Davies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans.SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T(Glamorgansh 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiynn, James Christopher 


~ 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon M W (Stalybridge) 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robeits, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewe;-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC(North’mb,Tynds de 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chiehester) 


NOES. 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhoelly, James 
Gladstone, Rt Hn Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacony, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Lambert, Geerge 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph, 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
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Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward’ 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col Sir C E H(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Catheart (O1 kney 
Webb,Colonel William reorge 
Welby, Lt-Col A C E (‘Taunton 
Williams, Colonel k. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh.,N, 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Woltt, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FoR THE AYES— 
Sir William. Walrond and 
Mr. Avstruther. 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Cann, J umes 

M'Crae, George 

M:Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kean, Join 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Nannetti, Joseph | 
Nolan.Col. JohnP. (( ralway.N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,M. 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(Connor, James (Wicklow) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

(’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, Wiiliam 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 
Scott,Charles Prestwich( Leigh 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
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Sheehan, Daniel Daniel | Thomson, F. W. (York. W.R 
| 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 


{10 June 1902} 


Tomkinson, James 
| Toulmin, George 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid 





Spencer, Rt Hn C R.( Northants | Trevelyan, Charles Philips i Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas,J A (Glamorg’n,Gower 


(11.30.) Mr. LOUGH moved to insert 
the word “ net ” after the Amendment 
of the duty on tea. The tea duty was 
not really 6d. per pound, but 6d. and } 
per cent. on the amount of the duty. It 
was an extraordinary thing that in the 
Bill before the Committee this } per cent. 
was not mentioned, but it was levied 
under some old Act. The theory was 
that the Exchequer should receive the 
jd. per pound net, and the } per cent. of 
the amount of the duty was levied to 
pay the expenses of collection, and so on. 
It was a crude idea of levying a customs 
believed it had been 
abandoned in regard to every tax other 


duty, and he 


than that on tea. 


The amount pro- 
duced was only £15,000 or £16,000, but 
it was one of those onerous burdens on 
trade which were most unjust in their 
incidence and for which no good reason 
could be given. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man would promise to consider the matter, 
he would be glad not to press the Amend- 


ment to a division. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 3, 


no after ‘6d.° to insert 
‘net. (Wr. Lough.) 


* Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Member has totally 


different things. There is a small ware- 


confused two 


housing charge of } per cent. on all 
classes of goods, which has continued for 
the last forty years without complaint. 
If the hon. Member has any particular 
grievance in regard to tea, it shall be 
inquired into. 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Euvene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N | Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 


Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Broadhurst. 


Mr. LOUGH said that in view of the 
promise made by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to inquire into the matter 
he would not press this point any further, 
and he begged leave to withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion made and question proposed, 
‘That Clause 12 stand part of the Bill.” 


Agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 


*(11.40.) Mr. 


(Cavan, 


SAMUEL YOUNG 
E.) asked permission to say 
a word or two on the clause before 
the Committee. 
had 


this 


Spirituous liquors 


always been heavily taxed in 
country for the support of 
the State, although so many enjoyed 
the pleasures of their exhilarat ng in- 
fluence. Successive Chancellors had been 
adding to the duties 


before 


from time to 


time and since 1859, when 


the duty was 8s. the proof gallon. 
“qualisation he thought took place over 
the three kingdoms in 1860, when 2s. 
was added, making the.duty 10s. Since 
that period there had been additions to 
10s. 6d. and now 11s., which seemed to 
be the point of tension at which the 
cord was likely to break. However, it . 
was useless now to move for a reduction 
in the present state of the finance of the 
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country. His object in rising was to | 
point out to the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer that the Customs and Ex- 
cise Acts of 1881 provided that there 
should be a surtax of 5d. per gallon 
all 


afterwards 


on imported spirits, which was 


4d., at which 


the 


reduced to 


stood. Now, in view of 


the 


it now 


fact that cost of British-made 
spirits was increased by about }d. per 
gallon in consequence of the present duty 
on imported corn, from which the spirits 
were chiefly made, it seemed reasonable 
to ask that a re-adjustment should take 
place as regards the surtax on foreign 
spirits, otherwise the manufacture of 
British spirits would be handicapped to 
that extent. Besides, there were other 
reasons why German spirit should be 
further taxed. It was only a by-product 
made from all sorts of common materials, 
and only suitable for methylation pur 


There 


yotato ferrino, fusel-oil, and spirit. 
| ] 


poses, were extracted from the 
But 
it was a fact that in many places it was 
used for British-made spirits to the injury 


In 


for the purposes of cheapening 


of the health of the public. many 
instances 

it was mixed with british spirits, and 
sold as British spirits without the know- 
ledge of the consumer. Its use could not 
be dealt with under the Mercantile Mark’s 
Act 


seemed to him that a re-adjustment in the 


for obvious reasons. It, therefore, 


} 


f the article should take 


place 
What 


was asked for was not a new departure, 


taxation 


and a considerable addition made. 


but only a re-adustment as between home 
He 


an Amendment, but simpty placed the 


and foreign spirits. did not move 


matter before the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, Who was thoroughly conversant 
with the subject, in the hope that he 


would vive it his 


{COMMONS} 


hest considerat ion, and 


introduce a clause to remedy the state of 


He 


things which he had pointed out. 


Mr. 


Samuel Young. 
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thought both sides of the House would 
agree to this. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 
think any one desires to give an advan- 
i will take 
whether the 


I do not 


tage to cheap foreign spirit. 


to ascertain hon. 


Member is correct in his representation 


steps 


of the matter, and if I find that he is right 
I will propose an Amendment. 


*Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG thanked the 


right hon. Gentleman for his promise. 
Clause agreed to. 
Clause 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5 rejected. 
On Clause 6, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he thought it would be fair that 
they should not enter upon the con- 
sideration of the income tax that even- 


ing, and he moved to report progress. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Of course, | 
do not object to this Motion if I may 
take it that 
prospect of completing the Bill tomorrow 


there is a reasonable 


night. 


Committee report progress; to sit 


again tomorrow. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and uestion, ‘That 


this do 
William [Vulrond)—put, and agreed to. 


House now adjourn’—(\ir 


Adjourned accordingly at ten 


minutes before Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
I} vdunesday, L1th June, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


VNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


EASTBOURNE CORPORATION BILL. 

Consideration, as amended, postponed, 
under Order [Ist May], till Tomorrow, at 
¢ the Evening Sitting, by the Chairman of 
< Ways and Means. 


> WEST HAMPSHIRE WATER 
, BILL [Lorps}. 
s read 


As amended, considered ; to be 
? the third time. 
GOVERNMENT 


: LOCAL PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL, 

* LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

: ORDERS (No. 9) BILL, 

| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BELL, 

s LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. U4) BILL, 


t LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
: ORDER (No. 15) BILL, 


PROVISION AL 
BILL, 


LONDON (POPLAR 
: ORDER 
*PILOUTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 

, PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL, 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
‘ ORDERS (Neo. 4) BILL, 

. AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
‘ ORDERS (No. 1) BILL, 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time Tomorrow. 
COATBRIDGE GAS ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL | Lorps}. 
Considered (under 
section (2), of The Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) ; 
read the third time upon Friday. 


Section 7, Sub- 


URTH SERIES, | 


al 
= 
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PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions against: From Holmesfield ; 
Edinburgh; Kiveton’ Park; Harrow- 
bridge ; Middleton in Teesdale ; Sharrow 
Vale; Merthyr Tydfil; Salisbury ; Clay- 
ton West; Skelmanthorpe ; Middles- 
brough; Owlerton; and Worsbro’ Bridge; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions for alteration: From Yny- 

seynhaiarn ; Leeds; Rothwell (two) : and 

Kirkby-in-Ashfield ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Windsor and other 


places, against ; to lie upon the Table. 
PLUMBERN’ REGISTRATION BILL. 
Petition from Wells, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Bradford, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EXPLOSIVES. 

Copy presented, of Twenty- sixth 
Annual Report of His Majesty’s 
Inspectors ot Explosives, being for the 
vear 1901 |by Command}; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS CONDI- 
TIONAL LICENCE. 

Copy presented, of Licence granted to 
Mary Quinn, a convict under detention 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her 
to be at large, on condition that she 
enter the East End Refuge, Finchley 
(by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION, 

Copy presented, of (1) Associations 
constituted under the Voluntary Schools 
Act, 1897 : (2) Associated Schools and 
amounts of Aid Grant paid: (3) Un- 
associated Schools and amounts of Aid 
Grant paid, 1901-2 [by Command] ; 


, to lie upon the Table. 


N 
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Questions. 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1854. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 5th June, 1902, declaring that 
James Harris, Royal Laboratory, War 
Office, was appointed without a Civil 
Service Certificate through inadyertence 
on the part of the Head of his Depart- 
ment {by Act|; to lie upon the Table. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 
AND IS. 

“Copy presented. of Order, dated 6th 
June, 1902, revoking Order of 23rd 
April, 1902, defining a part of the 
Port of Harwich as a Foreign Animals 
Quarantine Station [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY 

PROVISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 


Memorandum, 
the proposals 


Copy ordered, ‘ of 
stating the nature of 
contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Oyster and Mussel 
Fishery Provisional Orders Bill.”’—(J/r. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Vaccination—Conscience Clause 
Extension to Scotland. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord Advocate if the Secretary 
for Scotiand will consider the expediency 
of introducing legislation such as will 
admit of the Conscience Clause in the 
Vaccination Act of 1898 being extended 
to Scotland. 

(Adnsewer.) The Secretary for Scotland 
sees no reason for introducing legislation 
of the kind suggested by the hon. 
Member, and cannot undertake to do so. 

. (Scottish Office.) 


Railway Locomotives— Protection of 
iremen, &c. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade, having regard to the 
recommendation contained in a_ letter 
from the Railway Department of the 
Board of ‘Trade, dated 16th December, 
1901, relative to an accident to a fire- 
man at Grangemouth on the North 
British Railway, will he state whether 
the railway company has been advised 
to issue’a notice that firemen and others 
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must not pass to and from the tender 
wagons while the engines are in 
motion. 


(Answer. 8 The report upon the acej- 
dent referred to was duly brought to 
the attention of the railway company 
concerned, and they inform me that 
the notice reeommended by the Board's 
assistant inspecting officer has been 
issued. —( Board of Trade.) 


Railways—Publication of Offences against 
Byelaws. 

Mr. WEIR}: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he is aware 
that railway companies are in the habit 
of advertising the names, addresses, and 
occupations of persons who have com- 
mitted offences against their byelaws; 
and, in view of the fact that the persons 
convicted of such offences have been 
punished, can he take any steps such as 
will terminate this system. 


(Answer. ) 
goes the 


So far as my information 
practice referred to is not 
general among railway companies. The 
railway companies which adopt the 
practice do so on their own responsibility, 
and I have no power to intervene in the 
matter.—( board of Trade.) 


Mercantile Marine Committee—Lascar 
Crews. 


Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 


whether any provision is made to place 
before the Mercantile Marine Committee 
the question of the employment of 
Lascar crews in all its bearings; and, if 
any will be called by the 
Committee in order to have the views of 
the Lascars themselves being properly 
represented before that body. 


witnesses 


(.dnswer.) I have been in communica- 
tion with the Chairman of the Mercan- 
tile Marine Committee, who informs me 
that, in addition to making arrange 
ments for the exam/‘nation of witnesses 
already in this country with regard to 
the employment of Lasears on our ships, 
he has invited the attendance of Khan 
Bahadur D. R. Chichgar from Bombay, 
in order that the views of the Lascars 
themselves may be adequately represented 
before the Committee.—(Loard of Trade.) 
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Factories and Workshops— Sanitary 
Accommodation Order. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): ‘To 
ak the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he has yet issued 
an Order setting forth a standard of 
gnitary accommodation in factories and 
workshops ; and, if so, whether he can 

ly it upon the Table ot the House. 

(Ans The consideration of this 
matter has necessitated a great deal of 
inquiry; but the Chiet Inspector has 
now submitted his proposals, and 
Ithough one or two points still require 
ensideration | hope to be able to publish 
the draft Order shortly. —(/Lome Ojjire.) 


er.) 


Coronation—Palace Yard Stands 
Ladies Head-gear. 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, 
ston): To ask the First 
§ Works whether ladies g 
vats upon the stands in Palace Yard 
m the 26th and 27th 
0 subject to the rational conditions 
pon which they are to be admitted to 
the Coronation ceremonies In the Abbey ; 
r, if ladies are permitted to retain their 
head-dress during the passage of the 
royal corteye, whether he will make it a 
ondition that 
heads shall be of such limited proportions 
md so arranged that Members seated 
tehind ladies may have an opportunity 
fseeing the procession, inst: ad ot having 
their view intercepted by ladies’ hats. 


Hagger- 
Commissioner 
occupying 

: ’ 
do 


instant will 


No 


as 


(Ansier.) conditions have been 
laid down to the costumes of the 
xeupants of the stands, nor would it be 
within my province to prescribe such 
regulations. Matters of this kind must, 
I think, be left to the good feeling ot 


those concerned.—( Office of Works.) 


Customs Export drawback. 
Mr. SHEPHERD CROSS 
Toask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he will state what steps the 
Commissioners of Customs will take to 


ensure that middlemen who, on com- 


mission, useanv of the articles mentioned 


in the first Schedule of the 


Finance | 


Bill in the preparation of textile fabrics | 


lor export, shall be 
dawback therein mentioned 


scond Schedule of the Bill. 


in 





the | 


able to claim the | 


{11 June 1902} 
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(Questions. 


(Answer.) The claim to export draw- 
| back must depend, not on any steps 
taken by the Customs, but on the power 
of the exporter of the goods to prove— 

(1) the presence oi dutiable ingredients 
in the articles exported ; 

(2) the payment of the duty thereon. 
Upon proof of these facts to the satis- 
faction of the Customs, the exporter can 


claim drawback under the second 
Schedule to the Finance Bill. In the 
case of textile fabrics, ditheulties in 


producing the requisite proof may no 
doubt arise, but it is for the claimants 
of drawback to consider how these 
difficulties can be overcome, and to make 
arrangements accordingly. ‘The Customs 
| authorities will, of course, be ready to 
meet all parties concerned in a reason- 
able spirit.—( Treasury.) 


Coronation Naval Review. 

LORD CHARLES BERESFORD 
(Woolwich): To ask the Seeretary to the 
Admiralty whether arrangements can 
be made to send a certain number of 
naval officers on board the 
chartered to convey the Members of the 
Houses of Parliament to the Coronation 
Review at Spithead, in order that ac- 
curate information regarding the Fleet 
may be given to Members desirous of 
obtaining it : and whether, if this sug- 
gestion be approved of, will he consider 
the advisability of emploving the officers 
of the Signal School at Portsmouth for 
this duty. 


vess¢ ls 


(Answer.) Arrangements have already 
been made for naval officers to accom- 


| pany the vessels conveying Members of 


the Houses of Parliament to the Naval 
Review for the purpose of giving infor- 
mation to Members desirous of obtaining 
it. It has not been found necessary to 


| detail officers of the Signal School at 
| Portsmouth for this duty.— (Ad miralty.) 


(Bolton): 


Ulster Roman Catholic Schools, 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., S.): 

To ask the Chie’ Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can state 
if the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion in Ireland have received any further 
representations fromthe Roman Catholic 
school managers of Ulster; and, if so, 
what is the nature of these representa- 
tions, and what decis on has been arrived 
at in regard to each of them. 

N 2 





(Questions, 


(Answer.) Such representations have, 
I understand, been received by the Com- 
missioners who will take them into con- 
sideration at their next meeting on the 
17th instant.—(/rish Office.) 


Roscommon Unions—Exchequer Grant. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state the cause of the delay in 
paying the Exchequer Grant due to the 
unions in Roscommon County. 


(Answer.) There has been no delay. 
All sums due out of the Exchequer 
contribution to the rural districts in 
Roscommon were paid to the County 
Council at the close of the past financial 
year, and the District Councils were so 
informed.—(/rish Office.) 


Irish National School Books and 
Requisites. 

Mr. GEORGE BROWN (Edinburgh, 
Central): ‘To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Board Stores of the National 
Commissioners are to be abolished; 
whether it is proposed that in future 
all orders from national schools for school 
books shall be transmitted to publishers 
or their agents through the Commis- 
sioners ; and, if so, what is the reason for 
prohibiting orders direct from schools 
to publishers or booksellers, and for 
keeping a staff at the public expense for 
transmitting there orders. 


(Answer) The book stores will be 
abolished, and it is proposed that in 
future all orders from national schools 
for books and other requisites shall be 
transmitted to the publishers or their 
agents, through the Commissioners. 
This arrangement is adopted for the 
convenience of managers and teachers, 
and witha view of securing that the 
books and requisites shall be of proper 
qualities. A considerable saving to the 
publie will ultimately be effected by the 
arrangement.—(/rish (jfice.) 


Reservists’ Pay——Medical Staff Corps Pay. 
Sir. JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 


the Secretary of State for War whether 
he will explain why a reservist who had 
been continuous!y employed at Aldershot 
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during the late war as tailor for his 
company should be deprived of the 4d. 
per day which he would have received as 
capitation pay if he had been engaged in 
hospital work. , 


(Answer.) The hon. Member does not 
state to what corps the man belonged ; 
and iurther, there is no such thing as capi- 
tation pay. Assuming that corps pay in 
the Medical Staff Corps is alluded to, the 
reply is that corps pay is only granted 
to a man when performing corps duties. 
Employment in the tailors’ shop is in no 
sense a corps duty, and is specifically 
excluded by the Pay Warrant. More- 
over, such a man is receiving extra 
remuneration in the tailors’ shop.—(// ar 
Upfice.) 


New Barracks— Officer's 'Accommodation. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan N.): 
To ask the Secre'ary of State for War 
if he is aware that in many if not all 
the new military barracks building 
throughout the country no bathroom 
or lighting accommodation is provided 
for the officers; and, if he will give such 
directions as will remedy this state of 
things. 


(Answer) Bathrooms are being pro- 
vided for officers in the new barracks. 
The question of lighting is under con- 
sideration.—(JVur Office.) 


Book Post with Canada. 

Mr. GEORGE BROWN: To ask 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that under the 
postal regulations of the United States 
magazines are despatched to Canada as 
second class matter at lower rates than 
from this country; and, whether he 
will bring this subject under the notice 
of the Postmaster General and _ the 
Colonial Conference with a_ view to 
securing equal facilities in this country. 


the 


(Ansiver.) I have already been in 
communication with the Postmaster 
General on this subject, but I am in- 


formed that the financial objections to 
a reduction in the postage on maguzines 
are very great, and that, as the present 
rate is uniform throughout the Empire. 
it is not desirable in the interests of 
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uniformity to make a change in the 
case of printed matter between this 
country and Canada.—(Colonial Office.) 


Postmastership Appointments. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, aS representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will grant a Return 
siving the names of those selected to 
fll the various appointments to post- 
masterships made in England in the 
years 1898, 1899, 1900, 1901, and 1902, 
the salaries attached to each of those 
various appointments, the nationality of 
the men appointed, and their experi- 
ence; and, whether he will grant a 
similar Return for Ireland during same 
period. 


(duswer.) The Postmaster General is 
not prepared to grant the Return, as its 
preparation would be troublesome and 
expensive, and the Department does not 
know the nationality of the officers 
reterred to. —( ost Office.) 


Brussels Sugar Convention. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
ean say when he will give the House an 
opportunity of discussing the terms of 
Sugar Convention recently signed at 
Brussels. 


(luswer.) As legislation will be neces- 
sary the House will have a nple oppor- 
tunity of considering the policy of the 
Convention.—(7rvasury.) 


Benefices—Ensgland and Wales. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS- OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire): ‘To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, having regard 
to the number of benefices in England 
and Wales, of which the actual value is 
between £100 and £200, and 
benefices of which the actual value is 
less than £100, the Government will, in 
framing the Bill for giving effect to the 
recommendation of the Joint Committee 
that Queen Anne’s Bounty Board should 
be amalgamated with the Ecclesiastical 
Commission, introduce provisions enab- 
ling the amalgamated body to deal with 
the properties of Episcopal sees and 
other wealthy preferments, in accord- 
ace with a revised scale, having due 
tegard to existing life interests. 


also of 
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(Answer.) It is not proposed to do 
more in the Bill than give effect to the 
unanimous recommendation of the Joint 
Committee in favour of the amalgama- 
tion of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board 
and the Ecclesiastical Commission. — 
(Treasury. ) 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE 
HOUSE. 
South Africa—Terms of Peace. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): 1 beg to ask the First Lord of the 
‘Treasury whether he will state what 
provisions, if any, have been made in 
the nature of assurances or guarantees 
of good faith for the observance by the 
British Government of the conditions on 
which peace has secured in the 
Transvaal and Orange Free State ; and, 
in the event of disputes or difficulties 
arising as to the interpretation, con- 
struction, or fulfilment of these condi- 
tions, what methods, if any, have been 
provided for the determination of such 
disputes or difficulties. 


been 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
K.): No provisions have been made, and 
no provisions appear to be necessary. 


Arrest of Mr. Lynch, M.P. 

Mr. JAMES O'KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether it is true that Mr. 
Lynch. the Member for Galway, has 
been arrested. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have heard 
a rumour to that effect, but I have no 
official cognisance of it. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s Co.,. Birr): Is 
that part of the celebration of the Coro- 
nation ceremony ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend the Home Secretary tells me that 
Mr. Lynch has been arrested. 


Mr. JAMES O'KELLY: May I ask 
whether Mr. Lynch has not the same 
right to surrender as any other burgher ¢ 


*\MIrR, SPEAKER: Order, order ! 








3D9 (Juestions. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He is not a 
burgher. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why, if 
he has been arrested, has not that 
arrest been communicated to the House 
in proper form by a Message from the 
Crown ? 

* 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not a 

Question to be addressed to me. 


Mr. SWiFT MACNEILL: Then I 
address the (Question to the Home Secre- 
tary, who must be cognisant of it. I 
ask, first of all, on what charge Mr. 
Lynch has been arrested, and, if it isa 
charge of high treason, why it is not 
communicated by a Message from the 
Crown. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rivcute, Croydon): I believe that Mr. 
Lynch will be at Bow Street today, and 
it will be public property why he has 
been arrested and what the charge is 
that is made against him. It is not my 
business to make any communication to 
the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: On a point 
of practice, Mr. Speaker, may I ask 
whether, when a Member is arrested on 
a criminal charge at the suitrof the 
Crown, as distinct from a private prose- 
cution, it is not the bounden duty of a 
Minister to communicate the arrest to 
the House by a from the 
Crown ? 


Message 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I will not say that 
it is the bounden duty, but | think it is 
the usual practice t write a letter to the 
Speaker informing him of the arrest of a 
Member. ° 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: In reference 
to that, is it not the practice that that 
communication should be given, not so 
much to you, Mr. Speaker, as to the 
House, and that it should be given at the 
bar by a Minister of the Crown as a 
Message from the Crown? The last 
occasion was that of Mr. William Smith 
O’Brien, and in that case the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland himself, as repre- 
senting the Crown, wrote to Mr. Speaker ; 
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but in ordinary cases of anything like 
seditious offences I submit to you that 
the practice is that the Home Secretary, 
as the Minister of the Crown who is 
responsible, should go to the bar and tell 
the House by means of a Message from 
the Crown. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I observe that the 
hon. Member has had to go back more 
than fifty years for a precedent. | 
cannot say that there is an ordinary 
practice such as he describes. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY: May I ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
Mr. Lynch is not entitled to the same 
were in the 


treatment as if he Boer 


Army. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
appears to me to be a question of argu- 
ment or of opinion, It is not a Question 
to be addressed to a Minister 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY: Is it not a 
(Juestion affected by the terms of the 
treaty of peace t 

*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not a Question 
to be asked at Question time. It is nota 
(Juestion to a Minister on a matter of 
fact. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
May it not be in order to address a 
Minister to ask him 
whether it is intended to extend to Mr. 
Lyneh the sume terms of surrender as 
have been extended to the Cape Dutch? 


Question to the 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I do not think the 
hon. Member’s Question is in order. li 
he thinks he can frame a Question which 
is in order I shall consider it, and 
certainly shall not reject it unless | think 
that it is clearly improper. 


Native Reserves in the Transvaal. 

*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies whether 
there are any such concentrated areas of 
public lands, now Crown Lands, in the 
Transvaal, as to make it possible, con- 
sistently with respect to good titles to 
private property in land held by white 
settlers, to set aside native reserves, for 
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example, in the Northern Transvaal ; and 
whether the Government contemplate 
any steps in the direction of securing for 
the natives any portion of the country. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Large native locations 
exist, I understand, especially in the 
Zoutpansburg district, but owing to the 
interruption of communications caused by 
the war, | have at present very little 
information regarding them. I will ask 
Lord Milner to give his attention to this 
matter as soon as circumstances permit. 


Cape, Constitution. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
isk the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has received any communica- 
ion trom Lord Milner in reference to the 
question of the suspension of the Cape 
Constitution ; and if so, what has 
his reply. 


been 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am in 
constant communication with Lord Milner 
ou every subject of interest In connection 
with South Africa, but. | am unable to 
make any further statement at present. 


Military Censorship. 

Sin. JOHN LENG (Dundee): [beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether {merchants who have 
been debarred from using their private 
telegraphic codes during the continuance 
of the war in South Africa, causing them 
extra expense, may, now that peace has 
been concluded, be permitted to resume 
those codes. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
mrHE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire Westhoughton): As [told 
the hon. Member on Monday last, in 
revard to the military censorship, I can- 
ndt make any statements on this subject 
at present. A communication to this 
effect was sent to the Press last night. 


Military Education Committee. 
*COLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he will say 
when an opportunity will be afforded for 
the discussion of the Report of the Com- 
mittee on Military Education. 
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Lorp STANLEY : This Question must 
be addressed to the First Lord of the 
Treasury ; but discussion of the subject 
would, | have no doubt, be in order on 
the Secretary of State’s salary. 


Questions. 


Private Slight’s Suicide. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, in reference to the suicide of 
Private William Slight, of 12th Lancers, 
at Ballincollig, on 21st Mav, whether he 
is aware that Sergeant William Rowe 
swore at the inquest that a full cartridge 
case Was found in the great coat of the 
deceased and that it contained similar 
cartridges to the discharged one. Will 
he state whether the bullet which killed 
Private Slight was of the Dum Dum 
pattern; and is it the intention of the 
military authorities to permit the issue 
ot this class of ammunition to the troops 
serving in Ireland. 


Lorp STANLEY: No report of the 
inquest has reached the War Office. I 
am not aware of the exact pattern of 
bullet with which this man was killed. 
A certain amount of Mark Vz. 
ammunition is kept in stock, and is 
used only for practice purposes. 


Naval Machinery--H.M.S. ‘‘ Drake.” 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
[ beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he will state the 
nature of the breakdown of the 
machinery of His Majesty's first class 
cruiser “ Drake,’ when on her trial on 
the 6th instant, and when the repairs of 
His Majesty’s first class cruisers “ Sutle;” 
and “ Spartiate ” will be completed. 


*Tue SECRETARY to tir ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Arnotp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The trial of H.M.S. * Drake” was 
discontinued after thirty hours steaming 
at twenty-two knots owing to a leakage 
of salt water in two of the main con- 
densers caused by some ferrules working 
out of place. It is expected that the 
machinery repairs of the “ Sutlej” and 
“ Spartiate ” will be completed, and that 
the vessels will be able to resume their 
trials in about ten days time. 
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Boiler Committee. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty when the final Report of 


the Boiler Committee will be in the 
hands of Members. 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
Report received from the Boiler Com- 
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mittee on the oceasion of the President | 4 ‘ : 
that the Diplomatic Representatives, at a 


leaving this country to take up the 


command of the Mediterranean Fleet is | 


now betore the Board of Admiralty. 
Until the Board have been able to fully 
consider the Report, it is not possible to 


name any date for its presentation to | 
can assure the hon. | 


Parliament, but | 
Member that there shall be no 
necessary delay in the matter. 


un- 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Will 
my hon. friend endeavour to secure that 
the Report is in the hands of Members 
before the Report stage of Vote 8 is 
taken ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I will do 


all lean to accelerate it. 


Mr. WILLIAM 
Report printed yet ! 


ALLAN: Is 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 


say. 


| cannot 


Cyprus Mail Contracts. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): 
for the Colonies whether a contract 
the conveyance of mails to Cyprus has 
been entered into: and, if so, what are 
the terms of the contract, 
company, and what 
ports. 


are the terminal 


|are as follows:—The addition of a 
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Peking on the subject of the heads of 
terms lately suggested by the commanders 
of the forces at Tientsin, as intended to 
accompany the dissolution of the com- 
mission at present governing a consider. 
able territory in the neighbourhood of 
Tientsin. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Lorp Crav- 
BORNE): His Majesty's Minister reports 


meeting held on the 29th ult., were 
unanimously of opinion that the pro- 
posals made by the commanders of the 
International forces at Tientsin, with 
regard to the termination of the pro- 
visional Government, should be accepted 
subject to certain modifications. ‘These 
pro- 


| vision allowing a bodyguard of 300 men for 


lof the clause limiting 


the | 


the Viceroy : and the omission of the clause 
prohibiting the native police from arrest- 
ing foreign misdemeanants: also of the 
provision allowing the foreign troops to 
continue to occupy private property, and 
the number of 
Chinese war vessels at Taku. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I suppose 
we must assume that those are the con- 


| ditions as they appeared in The Times. 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State | 
tor | 


The Government have not told us of 


them themselves. 


Mr. A. J. 
right hon. 


BALFOUR: | 


Jaronet is right. 


think the 


Coroners Inquests- Payment of Jurors 
and Witnesses. 


Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 


: iment if he will refer to the Committee 
with what | 


appointed to inquire into the allowances 


| to prosecutors and witnesses in criminal 


yet received official information as to the | 


conclusion of a contract, but I shall be 


happy to furnish the desired information | 


if the hon. Member will put down the 
Question at a later date. 


Tientsin. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Fore gn 
Affairs whether His Majesty's Govern- 
ment are yet in possession of the 
views of His Majesty s representative at 


cases the question of some allowances 


| being made to witnesses and jurymen 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [ have not | 


attending and servin 


inquests. 


on coroners 


or 
So 


THE UNDER SECRETARY For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Jesse CoL- 
LINGS, Birmingham, Bordesley): I do 
not think it would be desirable to extend 
the reference to the Committee in the 
manner suggested. 


Working Men Magistrates in Ireland. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., §.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the terms 
of the resolution adopted by the revent 
[rish Trades Union Congress on the 
subject of the appointment of working 
mento the Commission of the Peace ; and 
whether he is prepared to advise the 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland to make 
such appointments in every county. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ~ For 
IRELAND (Mr. WyNbuam, Dover): 
Jean only repeat what I have already 
mere than once stated, that applications 
and recommendations for the Commission 
of the Peace are made, in the case of 
boroughstothe Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
and, in the case of counties to Lieutenants 
of Counties. Both the Lord Lieutenant 
and the Lord Chancellor are always 
desirous of making suitable appoint- 
ments. It is altogether outside my 
province to intervene in the manner 


suggested. 


Mr. MACVEAGHI: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that one of his pre- 
decessors made such appointments 
without the consent of the Lieutenants 


of the Counties ! 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. 


Proclamation of Millstreet Rural 
District. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of [reland. whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that at the recent Quarter Sessions held 
in Macroom County Court Judge Bird 
had no criminal case of any kind what- 
ever for trial: and as Millstreet, which 
has peen specially proclaimed under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure Act, is in 
this quarter sessions district, thus shown 
to be tree from crime, will he state 
whether it is the intention of the 
Government to continue to enforce the 
proclamation of Millstreet Rural District. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At the quarter 
sessions mentioned, J udge Bird confirmed 
on appeal, the sentences of imprison- 
ment imposed on two persons convicted 
of the erime of intimidation at Millstreet 
petty sessions. The reply to the con- 
eluding inquiry is in the affirmative. 
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Police Aid to Bailiffs in County 
oscommon. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to the fact 
that on the De Freyne and Murphy 
estates in the county Roscommon, forces 
of police are sent out during the night 
to aid bailiffs in making seizures of 
cattle: and will he state what are the 
rules now in force as to the supply of 
police on such expeditions. And 
whether his attention has also been 
directed to the fact that the police are 
used on both estates to collect intorma- 
tion for the bailiffs, and actually aid in 
effecting seizures. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On two occasions 
only the sheriff requisitioned and received 
police protection before sunrise in the 
execution of writs issued out of the 
Superior Courts against tenants on the 
estates mentioned. The instructions 
tollowed by the police in this matter are 
those which were issued during the 
administration of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member ior Montrose, conse- 
quent on the decision of the Queen's 
Bench Division of the High Court in 18938, 
It is incumbent upon the police to 
attend to give protection in the execu- 
tion of a writ issued out of the Superior 
Courts, and in the taking and carrying 
away of cattle or thereunder, 
between the hours of sunset and sunrise 
provided the sheriff or sub-sheriff claims 
such protection. The police do not collect 
information for the bailifis, nor do they 
aid in eflecting seizures. 


yoo Is 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N ): Is police 


‘aid given to bailiffs between sunset and 


sunrise in any other class of case ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: It is done in this 
ease by order of a Superior Court. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.): 
With regard to the last paragraph of 
the Question, is the right hon. Gentleman 
sure the police do not collect information 
for the bailiffs? That is in direct con- 
tradiction of my knowledge. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot enter 


into argument with the hon. Member 
on the point. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : 


very unequal to argument. 


You are 


Mr. DILLON: I shall raise the 
question on the Estimates. My informa- 
tion also differs from that of the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


Irish County Court Judges. 

Mr. DILLON : I bee to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Iveland whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the County Court 
judges in Treland sit, on an average, for 
only about fifty days in the year, and 
that by the adoption of English methods, 
business has been diverted from the 
County Courts: and, whether he will 
introduce legislation dealing with the 
manning and procedure of the County 
Courts in Lreland, with a view to economy 
anc. the better administration of justice. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot admit 
that the Question accurately represents 
the amount of work discharged by County 
Court judges in Ireland. Nor do I under- 
stand the reference to the results alleged 
to follow from the adoption ot English 
methods. There is a Bill now before the 
House dealing with certain reforms in 
County Court procedure. It is not pro- 
posed to introduce any further legislation 
on the subject. 


Prosecution of Mr. M‘Hugh, M.P. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Seeretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland (1) whether he is aware that two 
magistrates, Messrs. Howell and Brown, 
at a special court held under the Criminal 
Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, in 
Sligo on Friday last, postponed he trial 


t 
of the hon. Member for North Leitrim,’ 


Mr. MeTernan, and Mr. Quilty, notwith- 
standing the repeated assurances — of 
Counsel for the Crown that they were 
ready to proceed, and the repeated pro- 
tests of Mr. John Muldoon, Counsel for 
two of the defendants: (2) Whether he 
is aware that these magistrates, without 
application on the part of the Crown, 
issued a warrant for the arrest of this 
hon. Member: (3) Has he taken the 
opinion of the law advisers of the Crown 
as to whether, in the absence of one 
defendant, it is possible to proceed with 
the prosecution of two other defendants 
in a conspiracy charge; and will the 
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general conduct of the magistrates in 
the trial receive the attention of the 
Government. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My attention has 
been called to the matter referred to, 
The facts are inaccurately stated in the 
Question. The application made by the 
Counsel for the Crown to the magistrates 
was, either to proceed against the hon. 
Member for North Leitrim in his absence, 
as he had been served with a summons 
and failed to appear with his alleged 
confederates to meet the charge ; or, if 
not, to compel his appearance in the 
mode pointed out by statute, namely, by 
the issue of a warrant for his arrest, so 
that he might not successfully evade 
The magistrates chose the latter 
alternative. In doing so, they acted 
entirely within their rights. I must 
decline to disclose the advice received by 
the Executive from the law officers in 
reference to the legal points involved in 


justice. 


a pending prosecution, or to express any 
opinion on the action of the magistrates 
in such prosecution. 


Mr. DILLON: But is it not the fact 
that the gentleman representing — the 
Crown did not apply for the warrant, 
but desired to go on with the case in the 
absence of the defendant ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe he was 
iu favour of proceeding with the case, 
but the magistrates chose the other 
alternative. I have no power over the 
magistrates in such a matter. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Were not 
these magistrates sent down from Dublin 
Castle to try the case ? 


Limerick-Tralee Morning Mail Train. 

*\Ir. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware of the incon- 
venience caused to the public owing to 
the discontinuance of the 10.15 a.m. 
train from Limerick to Tralee from the 
Ist instant; whether the statement of 
his Honour Judge Adams at Neweastle 
West Quarter Sessions, to the effect 
that it would be impossible to devise 
any scheme which would inflict greater 
injury upon the city of Limerick, upon 
the West of Limerick, and upon Kerry, 
than the stopping of this morning mail 
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train, has been brought under his 
notice; and, in view of the fact that 
the Great Southern and Western Rail- 
way Company are bound under the 
amalgamation to give facilities to the 
public equal to those enjoyed by them 
under the Waterford and Limerick 
Railway Company previous to the 
amalgamation, will he inquire into this 
matter and see that this train is run 
as heretofore. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has forwarded to me a newspaper report 
of a statement purporting to have been 
made by Judge Adams, which is to 
the effect mentioned. No specifie repre- 
sentations, however, have been made 
to the new Department in the matter, 
nor has the Department received any 
complaint of inconvenience to the public 
caused by the discontinuance of the 
train in question. In the absence of 
such, the Department is not in a position 
effectively to make inquiry as suggested. 


*Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman see that further 
inquiries are made ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If any appeal is 
made to the Department [ am sure they 
will give it every attention. I cannot 
order a railway Company to run trains. 


*Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman compel — the 
conipany to give facilities to the public 
equal to those enjoyed by them _ pre- 


) 


viously to the amalgamation ? 
|No answer was returned| 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I should like to ask 
as to the order of business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
there is any reason for departing from 
the general plan which I have laid down 
in regard to the course of business. 
According to that plan the House will 
first finish the Committee stage of the 
Finance Bill and then proceed with the 
Committee stage of the Edueation Bill. 
Tomorrow is allotted {to Supply and 
Friday to private Members. 
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Subsequently, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said: I wish to 
make a modification of the programme 
of business which I have sketched out. 
My right hon. friend the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has pointed out to 
me that it would be better to dispose 
of the report stage of the Finance Bill 
as well as the Committee before we 
resume the Education Bill, which [ 
hope will be taken on Monday. 


FINANCE BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


Clause 6— 


(2.35.) Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale) moved as an Amendment 
that income tax should be payable only 
in respect of income derived from foreign 
investments. He did so as a_ protest 
against income tax generally so tar as 


it affected the comparatively poor, who 
had to earn their daily bread, and 
those who, generally of slender means, 
had some money invested in home 
industries. Income tax was very closely 
connected with every industry of this 
country which was in any sense a 
public company, and was deducted in 
a rough and ready isshion fiom the 
dividends which in a large measure 
went to poor people who did not know 
how to recover the amounts to which they 
they were entitled. He was in favour 
of income tax in so far as it was a tax 
upon realised investments of wealthy 
people, but not as a tax upon those 
who had to earn their living. Un- 
fortunately it was not a tax upon 
the incomes of the rich, but largely 
applied to British industries and the 
incomes of the comparatively poor. He 
did not agree that half our taxa- 
tion should be direct, and believed a 
better method could be found of raising 
the funds required for the national 
purse. He would encourage trading of 
every kind in this country, but, as to 
rich men who preached Free Trade whilst 
they invested their fortunes in Protective 
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companies abroad which competed un- 
fairly with British companies, he would 
like to make them pay the income tax. 
He had no hope of carrying this Amend- 
ment, and only desired to call attention 
to the inequality of the income tax 
generally, in so far as it was collected from 
people whose incomes were small and 
whose investments were made at home. 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 3, line 12, after the word ‘two’ to 
insert the words * shall be payable only in’ re- 
spect of income derived from Foreign invest- 
ments. and.’?—(Wr. David MaclI ver.) 





Question proposed ‘*That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacn, Bristol, 
W.): My hon. friend is raising a very 
large question «na small Amendment, 
tor he is proposing practically to abolish 
the income tax. | am afraid I eannot 
agree to that, and L hope the Committee 
will pardon me if I decline to enter into 
that sub ect. The immediate effect of 
the Amendment would be, if adopted, 
that we should be deprived of {4 
per cent. of the £38,000,000 we hope 
tc get for income tax, and | feel sure my 
hon. friend does not seriously wish that. 
I have no doubt he has attained all he 
desires by taking this opportunity of 
calling attention to the question. 


Amendment negatived. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) moved to insert words so as to 
reduce the income tax to Is. 2d., and 
adding— 

* And every person whose total income from 
all sources upon which income tax is now paid 
exceeds £5,000 shall pay an additional tax 
upon the following scale :—Incomes over 
£5,0W0 upto C10,000, at the rate of one half- 
penny ; incomes over t10,000, at the rate of 
one penny.” 

He said his desire in bringing this 
Amendment forward was to raise the 
question of a graduated income-tax. He 
had found it somewhat difficult to frame 
an Amendment that was in order be- 
cause not only could no __ private 
Members move additional taxation, but 
apparently it was not in order to pro- 
pose to increase the tax on certain in- 
dividuals even where it was proposed 
Mr, David Maclver. 
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to reduce it on others. He had con- 
sequently found it impossible to pro- 
pose a graduation to the extent he would 
have liked. Still, under the form of his 
Amendment they would be able to dis- 
cuss the principle of a graduated income 
tax. [is proposal was that the income 
tax should not be increased except in 
the case of wealthy income taxpayers. 
He hoped he should have the sympathy 
of those who felt that the increase of the 
income tax had become a serious burden 
en those who had small incomes, and 
also the sympathy of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, who, in his Budget 
speech, said the increase of a penny in 
the pound ought to be considered as the 
first item to be reduced when the happy 
days of peace and the reduction of taxa- 
tion were reached. He did not think 
there could be any dispute in the 
Cabinet as to this extra penny being 
revarded as a war tax. His proposal 
should not be taken too literally; all he 
wanted was to get the principle accepted 
by the Government. [le was very con- 
scious of the difficulties that surrounded 
this question, and he was aware that all 
the authorities in the House’ were 
against a graduated income tax, but he 
had this consolation, that the objection 
was on the ground of practicability and 
not to the principle. Even the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was not so hostile 
as he appeared to be, for last year, in 
discussing a suggestion put forward by 
the hon. Member for Flint, the right 
hon. Gentleman said— 

‘IT quite admit that if a permanent income 
tax of Is. 21. were imposed, it might be neces- 
sary to reconsider this question. If we had to 
do so I would suggest that it should not be 
done by any attempt at reconstruction of the 
income tax. That, I believe, would be very 
dangerous. The principle adopted in 1894 
should be adopted of imposing some compensa- 
tory taxation to equalise the taxation of the 
richer with that of the poor class of the income 
tax payer. 

Thus the right hon. Gentleman recog- 
nised that there was some injustice in the 
very high taxation of smaller ineomes. 
With the present high taxation on smaller 
incomes there was a danger of stinting 
people on the margin of comfort in 
the enjoyment of such things as 
special education for their children, 
extra holidays and_ bicyeles. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth had always been against 
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any proposals hitherto made in_ this 
direction, but he too obj: cted solely on 
the ground of practicability. In the 
course of aspeech last year he said he 
had no objection to the principle of a 
graduated income tax, but he added— 

‘* We must be very careful not to disturb the 
framework of the income tax, which is one of 
the chief pillars of the revenue of this country, 
and if we take any course which makes it more 
odious or oppressive than it is at present, we 
shall endanger the whole tax.” 

His proposal that afternoon differed from 
those previously brought forward. Last 
year his hon. friend the Member for Flint 
proposed an Amendment, on which there 
was a general discussion, of a graduated 
income tax, from bottom to top through- 
out. The objection raised to that—and he 
thought it a valid one —was that as we now 
raised the income tax, three-fourths of it 
came from the dividends of the com 
It was, so to speak, automati 
eally raised, and they could not venture to 
dislocate the whole system. The pro 
posal he made now was that only the 
higher incomes should pay 
they did now. If the graduation began 
at incomes of £3,000 or £5,000 the difti- 
culty ot collection would be removed. 
That Fort rid of the chief objection to the 
graduation of the income tax, viz., the 

confusion which might be 
caused, and it certainly disposed of 


panies, ete. 


more than 


excessive 


Chancellor 
of the Exchequer twelve months since, of 
which 
would be caused by omitting to tax the 


the objection raised by the 
he very great joss of revenue 
medium income tax payer, tothe extent to 


It might 
he argued that there was no sufficient pre- 


which he was taxed at present. 


cedent for the application of such a tax. 
But the colony of Vietoria had suceess- 
fully levied a graduated income tax since 
1895. There they had three grades of 
incomes—und £1,200, between £1,200 
wd £2,200 and above £2,200, and the 
reports he had seen showed that there 
had been no difticulty in obtaining the 
personal declaravions required, It was, 
too, an interesting point that one-fourth 
of the tax was levied on the highest scale. 
There was an even more important  pre- 
cedent—that of Prussia. Since 1891 there 
hal been a system of fully graduated 
income tax in Prussia. Every taxpayer 
having an income of over 3,000 marks 
Was required to declare it. He had to fill 
in a paper calling for a statement of in 
come from each of four sources, (1) capital 
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invested, interest and dividends ; (2) from 
landed property and houses; (3) from 
trade, industry or mining, and (4) from 
any employment, wages, salary or fees. 
He believed th» system had been perfectly 
successful. The proposal in the Amend- 
ment was that a declaration should only 
be required for incomes of £5,000 and 
over. Under such a scheme less super- 
vision would be required, and evasion 
would be much less easy. The discredit 
which the publicity of unsuccessful evasion 
would entail, was likely to deter such 
conduct on the part of people with large 
incomes. He admitted that there were 
practical difficulties to be met, but the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ought to 
attempt to deal with them. He raised 
the question as «a matter of principle. 
This Budget was the starting point of a 
new system of taxation, and the struggle 
would centre in future largely around the 
question of the relative advantages of 
direct and indirect taxation. Hon. Mem- 
bers on his side of the House looked to 
direct taxation and not to indirect taxa- 
tion. [An Hon. Member: Altogether. | 
No, but very largely. There were many 
of them who did not think it was enough 
at this time to protest against the bread 
tax. There was other indirect taxation 
which was bad, but while they could not 
hope, in view of the necessities of the 
country to secure any great reduction of 
national taxation, they ought to begin to 
point out in what direction they wished to 
go. They thought it was dangerous to 
leave the income tax as it was now ‘levied. 
The theory of the Chancellor of the 
[xc hequer was equality ot direet and 
indirect taxation, but he had never 
given any reason why that should be 
considered a valid theory. It was 
nothing more than a phrase—a sort of 
nervous financial disorder craving for 
symmetry between direct and indirect 
taxation. ‘They did not propose to wipe 
out indirect taxation; what they wanted 
was a definite principle to guide them. 
They wanted to avoid evils such as the 
bread tax imposed in the case of the 
very poor, and which deprived the 
poorer classes of comforts which made 
life worth living. They wished to avoid 
anything which touched trade. They 
feared the tendency which the Govern- 
ment was showing to tax the necessities 
of the people, and they looked in an 
utterly different direction to largely new 
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methods of filling the public purse. They | 
also recognised the necessity of broaden- 
ing the basis of taxation. They looked 
to the taxation of monopolies, such as 
licences : they looked to the taxation of 
unearned wealth, such as land values ; 
thev looked to the taxation of luxurics, 


as in the proposal which he had 
brought before the Committee. He 


knew there were practical difficulties in 
the way, but he considered that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and the 
Civil Service ought to be able to find 
methods by which those difficulties could 
be overcome, and taxes o{ this sort could 
be raised. There was no question that 
the enormous accumulated wealth in 
private hands in this country eould bear 
a greater share than it now did of the 
burdens of the nation, not only in periods 
ot emergency, but in ordinary times. 
The plan of his Amendment would have 
this advantage, that it would not injure 
trade ; it would tax luxuries ; and it would 
point to the right direction in which 
financially the country ought to go, and 
against that towards which this and 
recent Budgets had moved. 


Amendment proposed 
“In pave 3, line 13, to leave out ‘ threepence,’ 
and insert ‘ twopence, and every person whos« 
total income fromall sources Upon W hich Income 
Tax is now paid exceeds five thousand pounds 
shall pay an additional tax upon the following 
’ 
sCu.Le i 
Incomes over £5,000 up to £10,000, at the 
rate of one halfpenny ; 
Incomes over £10,000 up to £20,000, at 
the rate of onepenny.”—(.Vr. Trevelyan.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That the word 
‘threepence stand part of the clause.” 

*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I under- 
stand that the Member, who has 
made to the Committee a very interesting 
speech, desires rathet question 
of principle by this Amendment than to 
make a proposal which could be embodied 
in legislation at the present time. With 
regard to the question of principle, Tam 
afraid that we differ. The hon. Member 
desires to see the revenue of this country 
raised entirely, at any rate to ‘a 
much larger extent than at present, by 
direct taxation; and he says finds 
nothing sacred about the canon that the 
vield from direet and indirect taxation 
should be nearly equal. i have never put | 


Mr. 


hon. 


to raise it 


almost 


he 


Trevelyan 
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forward that proposition in any such 
light. [have pointed out that about two 
years ago the yield of the two was about 
equal, that at the present time the vield 
ot direct taxation is larger in proportion 
than the yieid ef indirect taxation, and 
that that has been the tendency for 
many years past in the taxation of this 
country. But [ do not think | 
said that, in my opinion, it was a law of 
that the yield of the two 
should be precisely identical. With the 
merits of the proposal actually before the 
Committee | need 
doubt, owing to the difficulties of the 
position which any hon. Member occupies 
who desires to increase taxation, the hon. 


ever 


economics 


not deal, because no 


Gentleman has not been able to deal 
with the matter in a way the Com- 
mittee eould possibly adopt. The yield 
of the tax, if the hon. Member's proposal 
were adopted, would he much less 


than the yield of the additional penny 
which I have propo-ed to add. So large 
a proportion of incomes are taxed at their 
that one can tell with a 
approach to accuracy how many persons 


SOUTCe ho ny 
with incomes over £5,000 a 
doubt whether there 
0,000 persons in this 


there ay he 
vear, But | 


more than | 


are 
country 
enjoving incomes above that limit: 


| 


and 
th { 


he yield of the hon. Member's 
proposal would be a comparatively small 
matter. L would point out that by the 
Amendment, as it is worded, persons who 


over £20,000 veal 


eretore t 


enjoy an Income a 


would not pay anything extra at all. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN : Task to omit the 
“up to £20,000." They were 
left in by error from a previous form of 
the Amendment. 


words 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: The great 
dithculty in this matter is the practical 
ditticulty. Ido not at all object to the 
view that very wealthy persons should pay 
taxation than those with small 
hut you must be careful what you 


more 
incomes : 
(lo, becanse if you generate aseise Of untair- 
ness in the mind of wealthy persons as to 
the taxation levied on them you will be 
subject to’ all kinds of and, 
therefore, defeated in your benevolent 


evasions, 


views. The principle of the income 
tax is the taxation of income at its 
souree: and the prope sal ot the 
hon. Member would require that all 


persons with incomes above a certain 
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limit, which he puts at £3,000, should be 
subject to a process of self-assessment by 
which they are to declare their total 
incomes. The hon. Member quoted the 
experience of the colony of Victoria. 
Ido not think you can gather anything 
of value from a country of the size of the 
colony of Victoria. The persons there 
with incomes above £5,000 must be well 
known, as well as the nature of their 
investments. But in this country it is 
the habit of wealthy persons—and the 
wealthier the person the more confirmed 
the habit to spread their investments 
over all kinds of securities. You can get 
at the income of the large landowner or 
the person who has all his eggs in one 
basket. He would he assessed to the 
fullest extent. But his neighbour, who 
had spread his investments over LOO or 
1,000 securities, would not be caught 
at all. Who could possibly tell whether 
such a person made a proper return of 
his income! I believe it would be im 


possible for the officers of the Inland | 


Revenue to find it out. You have to 
trust to the honour of men, and that is a 
very grave temptation. In our system 
we already have self-assessment under 
Schedule D: and if the hon. Member 
knew as much as | do about the inner 
working of Schedule D he would hesitate 
very much before desiring to extend it. 
We have had some experience in this 
country —though a long time ago—in this 
matter. The original income tax of 1799, 


invented by Mr. Pitt, was for four years | 


levied by the process of self-assessment, 
and then was wisely altered to the present 
system. The result was that the vield 


under the new arrangement of 1s. income 
tax was the same as the yield of a 2s, tax | 
under the process of self-assessment. li 
the hon. Member will look back to Mr. | 
Gladstone’s declarations on this matter 
he will find the strongest opinion ex- 
pressed as to the danger of this principle | 
of self-assessment. Mr. Gladstone ob- | 


jected to it because, as he said 


‘It leads to grievous frauds on the 
revenue and renders the real inequality of the 
tax far greater than the many inequalities 


which strike the public eye, and mainty be 


cause of the tendency to immorality which 
is essentially inherent to the nature of the 


operation, 


1 remember a case where a number of 
persons, assessed under Schedule D as 
traders, lived in a street which had to be 


pulled down. They claimed compensation 
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for loss of business, and they put their 
profits at £48,000. The jury gave them 
£27,000; but they had returned their 
profits for income tax at £9,000. That 
is what self-assessment means. But it 
means more than that. I have had 
returns under my own eyes of persons of 
the highest standing in this country 
some of them Members of this House— 
who would be quite incapable of any 
fraud in such a matter, and who by pure 
negligence or ignorance have returned 
their incomes at sums infinitely less than 
they were found to be when the matter 
was inqiired into by the officers of 
Inland Revenue, and they were required 
to put it right. The present system is 
the fairest, best, and simplest ever in- 
vented for the income tax. If we are to 
tax in future years the wealthier classes 
of the community more heavily than 
they are taxed at present, we should 
seek to do it by some compensating tax 
rather than by interfering with the great 
principle on which the income tax is 
framed. 


*(3,15.) Mr. HALDANE (Haddington- 
shire) said that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had not 


| spoken against the principle of yraduated 


taxation, but of the practical difficulties in 
the way of giving efiect to the suggestion 
that been made by the hon. Member. 
No doubt there were difficulties, and 
the right hon. Gentleman had a very 
high authority to shelter himself behind. 
There was Mr. Gladstone, and he was 


| not sure that his right. hon. friend the 


Member for West Monmouthshire did not 
agree with Mr. Gladstone and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with regard to these diflfi- 
culties. But unless those difficulties 
could be coped with in some way they 
would always have the income tax levied 
ina way different from all other taxes, 
the principle of which was the ability to 
bear the burden. A person with a large 
income could bear the tax more easily 
than a person with a small income taxed 
on the same proportion. When it was 
remembered that the principle of gradua- 
tion was, to a certain extent, accepted 
with regard to income under Schedule 
D, it was difficult to take up such a 
| non possumus attitude as that taken up by 


| the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
| 
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of the Exchequer. There was the ex- 
ample of the Colonies before us. He 
had always been assured that in the 
colonies they had had no 


in the working of a differential 
scheme. He admitted that it was a 


much easier and more simple matter to 
levy a tax in Victoria than in this 
country, where matters were more com 
plicated, but of the two evils he would 
choose a differential scheme to the present 
svstem. He felt that our system otf 
taxation was wholly unsatisfactory. 
Whether it was the levy of a new duty 
oncorn or the arrangements under which 
they levied the income tax at every turn, 
one found the scheme of a very hap- 
hazard kind. Even the right hon. 
Gentleman would not commit himself to 
any principle as to how the difference 
between direct and indirect taxation was 
to be maintained. Having regard to the 
growing expenditure we had to face in 
future expenditure which 
would probably increase rather than 
diminish—in years to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would have to 
consider means of raising the revenue on 
a basis which felt, and which 
would least cripple those who had to pay. 
That involved the consideration of the 
whole of the taxation canons of this 
country. the chief of which was “ abilit: 
to bear.” He had never believed himselt 
that it was impossible, or that it passed 
wit of man to further the 
graduating the income tax inherent in 
the present and if the hon. 
Member went to a division he would vote 
with him in order to mark his 
the unsatisfactory nature of the present 
system, and the desirability of putting 
that burden more on the right per ons 
than it was now. 
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(the ability to pay? It was no use 
|arguing against the present method as 
being unsatisfactory unless it could be 
shown how another method could be 
substituted, What was an income tax or 
a contribution to the State in respect of 
income | li contribution the 
ability to pay which was measured by the 


Wiis a 


that tax 
was the 


far as 


rht that 


amount of income. So 


was concerned, he thou 


o adopt, although he was 


right method 
not sure that it would be right to levy 


all the taxes of the country upon that 
ystem : but in the absence of any other 


means oF Measuring the ability te pay, the 
ei Method was the right one. It 
gvested with regard to the 
poorer Classes that first of all should be 
to keepa 
but that doctrine did not apply 
£0,000 a 
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hech su 


deducted the amount necessary 
man alive, 


men with £5,000 and 


year, vet the hon. Member who suggested 
this differentiation suggested that the 
nan with £5,000 a year was not able to 

rtveas muen by half as the man with 
£10,000 He could not agree with 
that vie Ww. He boldly said that of 
these two men one ought to pay 


double and no more than double what the 
other paid. They were oth wealthy 
men, aie that was not the true test of 
the ability to pay what on earth was, 
He had never heard anv answer vet to 
that question. But he would vo further, 
In h s opinion tre whole Vsterm, s¢ heme 
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Hle maintawmed that in all taxation, in 
leontributions to the State levied on 
the people by way of taxation, a man’s 
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change was no doubt aware that three- 
quarters ot his uty was levied at the 
source of income, that was to Say by 
deduction, and if this suggestion were 


accepted the whole of the income tax 


| would be imperilled. 
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Mr. TREVELYAN said there was no 
proposal to touch the present income tax, 
but only a proposal that some should pay 
more. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES — agreed, 
but pointed out that that principle in- 
volved that every man in future would 
have to make a declaration. 


Mr. TREVELYAN : 
prop sal. 


That is not the 





Mr. GIBSON BOWLES _ pointed 
out that in the case of a man with an 
income of about £5,000 a year from 
investments, it was immaterial whether 
it was more or less than £5,000, because | 
the tax was collected at the source. This | 
proposal would require a declaration from 
every body subject to the income tax, 
which would be most mischievous to the 
collection of that vast amount which was 
collected by deduction. There was no 
law at the present time which required a 
man to declare to a public official the 
amount of his income, unless he desired 
to avoid payment of the tax on the 
ground that his income came below a 
certuin amount. The obligation to pay 
the tax, therefore, made it generally un- 
necessary. Fora man to have to declare 
the exact amount of his income toa public 
official would be a most offensive thing. 
In France they were considering the 
advisability of imposing an income tax, 
ind the objection which was raised to it 
this very ground. He _ had | 
pointed out to one gentleman that there | 
was no law of this kind in England, and | 
he was told that if the English practice | 
were adopted in France, half the objec- 
tion to an income tax would be got rid 
of. In his opinion the graduation of the 
income tax had been overdone by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth in his Finance Act of 
804. He believed graduation was wrong, 
mischievous, and caleulated to diminish 
the returns of every tax, and certainly it 
the income 





Was on 


would do so in the case of 
tax. 


(3.35.) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
(Tower Hamlets, Poplar) said that no 
doubt every system of graduation 
must be to a certain extent a burden on 
some, but he believed the hon. Member 
who had just spoken was the only Mem- 
ber of the House who believed that in 
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our taxation the principle of graduation 
should not apply to taxation both in 
regard to house duty, the death duties, 
and the income tax. The question of 
indirect taxation, as against direct tax- 
ation, did not arise in this diseussion, 
because the point which was to be con- 
sidered was the best way of getting the 
amount required from the income tax- 
payers. Although he believed it would 
be an advantage to graduate the income 
tax to a higher extent, he was one of 
those who believed it could not be 
graduated from the top to the bottom. 
He would rather see a proper system 


of taxation from £700 a year up- 
‘wards to the top of the scale, than 
the ingenious proposal of his hon. 


friend, because he did not see, if in- 
was to be graduated, why 
people enjoying incomes between £700 
and £3,000 should escape the principle 
of graduation altogether. The House 
had accepted the general principle of 
graduation of the income tax, and 
the whole point of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer’s speech had turned upon 
the practical difficulties in the way, but 
te did not think the right hon. Gentle- 
man had conclusively shown that income 
tax could not be graduated to a greater 
extent than at present. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheftield, 
Hallam) said he did not forget that 
there were some which showed 
that the mere number of sovereigns was 
not the only factor to be considered in 
considering what was to be paid. He 
would not produce such an illustration 
in face of hon. Gentlemen sitting opposite, 
who were apt to treat the position of 
landowners with an amount of flippancy. 
The illustration to which he wished 
particularly to call attention was the 
case of great corporations existing for 
charitable, philanthropic, or other semi- 
public purposes. Once they introduced 
graduation—though even in the case of 
some of them their income was in the 
aggregate very large—the only eifect of 
their measure would be practically to 
penalise people of a very 
who were dependent on the 
operations of these corporations. That 
was a difficulty which must always be 
kept in view, and was one which, in his 
opinion, must always stand in the way 
of this proposal. 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) expressed | 


his astonishment at the astounding mis- 
statement made by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn that, at the present 
moment, no member of the community 
was required to declare his income. 
Surely the hon. Member must know 
that, with regard to tens of thousands 
of people, declaration was absolutely 
compulsory. The income tax collectors 
habitually required tens of thousands of 
persons who had no investments, pro- 
fessional men and others, to declare the 
whole of their income. Nor was it 
more difficult to put upon. proof the 


| cause 


man who enjoyed his income from in-; 


vestments, than the business or pro- 


fessional man who had no investments. | 


Professional men and traders were re- 
quired to declare their incomes, and, 
when they made a return to the sur- 
veyor of taxes if that gentleman was 


not satisfied, it was not accepted. He 
knew many cases in Ireland where 
the income tax had been doubled, 


trebled, and quadrupled by the sur- 
veyor. The fact of a man consider- 
ing that his social position required 
him to keep up a certain amount of 
state or establishment at his country 
place could not be accepted as a reason 
why he should be let off his “ fair con- 
tribution” to the Exchequer. Eloquent 
speeches had been made on the theme 
of broadening the basis of taxation, but it 
seemed to him that the expression was 
a euphemism for diving into the miser- 
able resources of the poor in order to 
meet the enormously increased expendi- 
ture of the country. The time would 
come—and was, he believed, near—when 
there would be a reaction on this 
question. When the people understood 
the true meaning of “ broadening the 
basis of taxation” they would seek 
to secure that broadening where it 
could really be effected, viz. on 
the rich classes of the country. 
They would want to know on what 
ground the proposal of a graduated in- 
come tax was resisted, while the food 
of the poor was taxed, and there would 
be no answer that could be given. This 


‘said the hon. 
| of their full incomes. 


{income the return 
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humbug, for the purpose of protecting 
the possessors of large incomes, He 
should support the Amendment, not be- 
he thought it went nearly far 
enough, but bec ause it affirmed a good 
principle. The number of large incomes 
had been enormously increased by the 
facilities for watering capital, and the 
levying of extra tolls on the labour of 
the country afforded by the extention of 
the system of limited liability companies, 
and the people who enjoyed those benefits 
to the extent of £5,000 and upwards a 
year ought to pay an additional contri- 
bution to the expenses of the country, 
especially as they were the class who 
were mainly responsible for the increase 
of the expenditure. 


(3.50.) Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) 
Member was hardly correet 
in saying that people had to make a return 
Incidentally, no 
doubt, if a man had only one source of 
was a return of his 
but the essence of the 


whole 


income, 


| present proposal was to make it com- 


question would come up on the Budget | 


every year, until the people thoroughly 
understood that all the talk about the 
impossibility or difficulty of such a system 


was the merest moonshine, pretext, and 


pulsory for persons to give a return as a 
return of their whole incomes. That 
was a thing which it was _ practically 
impossible to obtain ; the evasions would 
be great, and the result very unsatis- 
factory. The system on which the in- 
come tax was assessed or arranged was 
certainly not an ideal one. Many 
alterations required to be made, particu- 
larly in regard to the mode of assessment 
and the system of appeal. But the pro- 
posal now made would not do. In _ his 
judgment the man who made a large 
fortune was the least taxed man in the 
country. During his life he paid a 
relatively small amount, and before the 
death duties were enlarged he (the hon. 
Member) had always advocated some 
adjustment in that matter. The death 
duties, however, had largely altered the 
position of affairs. Suppose a man made 


£1,000,000. During his lifetime, as 
compared with smaller men, he paid 
comparatively little. There was an 


advantage in that, because it was desir- 
able, both for the welfare of the com- 
munity and in the interest of the State, 
that people should not be overburdened 
with taxation when endeavouring to be 
successful, because the success of the 
individual meant the success of the 
nation. But when such a man left this 
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world, his successors were dealt with by 

the Chancellor of the Exchequer in avery | 
diferent manner. If the son succeeded | 
to the £1,000,000, £80,000 had to be 

pid in death duties. That meant that 

in addition to the ls. 3d. or whatever 

the income tax might be, he was really 

paying the amount that that £80,000 

would produce to him as an annuity. 

Then, in turn, the grandson on succeeding 

to the balance of £920,000, would pay 

another £75,000, and so it would go on. 

In each generation the Chancellor of the 

Exchequer would take from that 

£1,000,000 an amount, which if capita- 

ised, would represerit a very handsome 

sum of additional income tax. He had 

alvays approved the principle of the 

death duties, although he had criticised 

the way in which it was carried out. 

The death duties formed practically a 

large addition to the income tax of 
persons such as those he had referred to, 

but he was not prepared to say that all 

had been done that might be in that 

respect. That, however, was quite 
another question. The system of a 
graduated income tax appeared to him | 
to open the door to the greatest amount 
of what the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had called immorality; it would be 
impossible to get a fair statement, and 
when a statement had been obtained, it 
could not be checked. Everybody would 
be required to give what was practically 
a certificate of his income, and that he 
would look upon as a great evil. In 
view of the system of death duties, any 
system of graduated income tax would 
be unfair at present, and unless the 
whole questions of death duties and in- 
come tax were taken together such a 
plan as was proposed would inflict serious 
injury. 


(3.58.) Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, 
South Molton) thought that the hon. 
Member for North Islington supported 
the graduation of the death duties 
in a very peculiar manner. It was 
easy to riddle with criticism the plan 
proposed by his hon. friend, but a 
principle was involved which all on that 
side of the House ought to support. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
sheltered himself rather too much 


behind Mr. Gladstone and his celebrated 
speech on the income tax in 1853. The 
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whole proposal of Mr. Gladstone in that 
speech was based on the fact that he 
hoped the tax would be of a temporary 
character. It was now not only a 
permanent tax, but a very heavy one. 
The right hon. Gentleman had _ not 
attempted to deal with the fact that the 
principle was in force in Prussia. It 
was not necessary to refer to Victoria. 
In Prussia, naturally the conditions were 
more nearly allied to this country, and 
if this could be done in Prussia surely 
they might consider whether the same 
principle could not be put in force in 
this country. He felt very strongly for 
the class who had to earn their incomes 
as compared with those who inherited 
incomes. The professional man _ had 
many hardships to bear and he had to 
pay enormous rates for life insurance, but 
in the case of a man with an inherited 
income the payments devolved upon his 
heirs. He hoped the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would give these people some 
relief. It was ridiculous to argue that a 
man with a large income could not pay 
easier than a man with a small one. 
With the income tax at ls. 3d. in the £, 
a man with an income of £800 would 
pay £50 a year, and would have £750 
left; and a man with £8,000 a year, 
would pay £500 and would have £7,500 
left. Surely the latter could bear addi- 
tional taxation better than the former. 
He agreed with the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Memberfor West Monmouthshire 
that the difficulties were very great. 
They had been told by the Leader 
of the House that it was the policy of the 
Government which had led to this great 
expenditure, and that if they wanted a 
reduction in taxation they must have a 
change in the policy of the Government. 
He thought there ought to be some 
compensatory tax placed upon those who 
were taxed in 1896 by his right hon. 
friend the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire. He thought that if Mr. Gladstone 
could be the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
now he would find some method of either 
reducing the expenditure or of raising 
taxation more justly than was the case at 
the present time. He suggested that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer should follow 
Mr. Gladstone’s example and resolutely 
cut down the Estimates and attempt to 
reduce taxation in the direction of 
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increased economy rather than increased | 
expenditure. There was a_ principle 
involved in the Amendment which he | 
should support, although the proposal 
might not be faultless in regard to 
details. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottinghamshire, W.) | 


said the conclusion at which two mil 


lionaires once arrived as to the minimum | 


sum required for a man to have his town 
house and his country house, his yacht 
and his opera box, was £40,000 a year. 
He drew from that the deduction that if 
it were right that an income of £5,000 a 
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is time for us to look out to see whether 
the wealthier Members of the community 
are paying anything like their fair chare 
of taxation. The hon. Member for North 
Islington acknowledged, with perfect 
frankness, that the richer parts of the 
/ community did not bear their proper pro- 
portion of taxation. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I said that they paid 


a lighter share than others. 


Sm ROBERT REID: The hon. Member 
admits then that they pay a lighter 
share ? 


year should not pay more pro rate than | 


an income of £500 a year, then the 
graduation ought not to begin until the 
minimum sum of £40,000 a year had 
been exceeded by the individual. It had 
been complained about on the other side 
that the fair basis for taxation should be 
the margin of income after the proper 
minimum of expenditure had been under- 
taken. He represented in that House 
something like 12,000 heads of families, 
at least 11,000 of whom had incomes 
which either fell below the limit of abate- 
ment or below the taxable limit of income 
altogether, and he said on behalf of those 
people, that if the Government were going 
to widen the basis of taxation with regard 
to indirect taxation and caused them to 
pay more on the commodities they con- 
sumed they must in fairness and justice 
widen the basis of direct taxation also and 
do something to make supertluities pay 
more in the same ratio as essentialities. 
This principle of graduated income tax 
was not only sound, just, and fair, but 
practicable. If the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would take the matter up in 


a practicable spirit with the desire to 


discover a method, a method could be 
found. A method had been found in 
the fiscal policy of other countries, and 
in giving the Amendment his hearty 
adhesion, he expressed hope that the 
Chaneellor of the Exchequer would be | 
able to give his attention to it in the 


coming year. 


Mr. BARTLEY: What I said was 
that a man who made a large fortune 
paid less in proportion than others. 


Sirk ROBERT REID: It is the opinion 
of a good many of us, that the richer 
part of the community do not pay as 
much in comparison as the poorer parts. 
I will not now enter upon the question 
whether that difference has _ been 
equalised by the death duties. Up to 
a very large sum of money the death 
duties are not greater than tne probate 
| duty was before. The only objection | 
have heard which operated on my 
mind has been the practical objection 
that it is necessary to assess the whole 
income. The difficuity is that you will 
require to know that totality of each 
person, because it is in reference to that, 
| that the tax will have to be imposed. 
I do not want to undervalue the impor- 


tance of this difficulty, but I know 
|that it has been suggested in many 
quarters that the difficulty can be 
got over. I believe that it has been 
got over in other countries, and | 
,think we ought to have an inquiry 


for the purpose of seeing whether we 
/can or can not overcome this difficulty. 
-_ " ° 7 } " 
Che Chancellor of the Exchequer has ap- 
pointed at different times small Depart- 
mental Committees for dealing with 
points connected with revenue, and his 


| predecessors have appointed Royal Com- 


(4.10.) Str ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): I wish to say a very few words 
upon this Amendment. 1 intend to vote 
for this proposal, not because I think 
that £5,000 is the limit which we ought 
to take, but because it establishes a 
principle of which I approve. 1 think it | 

Mr. Lambert. 


missions and Committees of this House 
for like purposes. [ do not think that it 
is satisfactory for this matter to remain 
as it is without the Committee of the 
House being really satisfied that this is 
an insuperable difficulty. It is far teo 
protracted a matter to enter upon now, 
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but, speaking for myself alone, I do 
think that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer ought to say that he will take 
steps for the purpose of investigating, or 
get some competent persons to investi- 
gate this question, whether in the form 
of a Committee of the House or a De- 
partmental Committee. We should 
not be content to sit down with our 
hands folded under a system which 
surely is not just between the various 
classes of income tax payers. 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH: | think that 
there is a great deal in what the hon. 
Gentleman has said. I am not satisfied 
with the present system. I am_ not 
satistied in regard to the matter dealt 
with in the next Amendment on the 
Paper as to the present abatements of 
income tax. | think there is a good 
deal to be said in favour of graduation, 
but there is also a good deal to be said 
against it. With regard to the particu- 
lar point of this Amendment, I will 
certainly consider the suggestion which 
has been made —I cannot go further 
than that today—and see whether it is 
possible to carry out the suggestion. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said that in view 
of the promise made by the right hon, 
Gentleman he would ask leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Sin M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Member must not suppose that | make 
ny promise. If he wishes to take the 
opinion of the House he should not 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said he would not 


press the Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*(4.16.) Mr. CHANNING (North- 
amptonshire, N.) said the Amendment 
he had on the Paper dealing with 
the questions of exemption and abate- 
ment was one with which he should 
be reluctant to deal at any length 
in view of the statement made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on the 
previous Amendment, but he should like 
to receive from the right hon. Gentleman 
an assurance that the matters referred 
to in the Amendment would be dealt 
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with either on the report stage of the 
Finance Bill, or in the course of the 
year, when the question of graduation 
was being considered. He would form- 
ally move the Amendment in order to 
afford the right hon. Gentleman an 
opportunity of giving the assurance 
asked. He moved. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 13, after the word ‘three- 
pence, to insert the words— 

*(2) Any individual who having been assessed 
or charged to income tax or having paid 
income tax either by deduction or other- 
wise claims and proves in manner pre- 
scribed by the Income Tax Acts that his 
total income from all sourees, although 
exceeding two hundred pounds, does not 
exceed’ eight hundred and seventy-live 
pounds, shall be entitled to relief from 
income tax equal 

(a) If his total income does not exceed five 
hundred pounds to the amount of income 
tax upon two hundred pounds ; and 

(b) If bis total income exceeds live hundred 
pounds and does not exceed six hundred 
and twenty-live pounds, to the amount of 
the income tax upon one hundred and 
eighty pounds ; and 

(c) Lf his total income exceeds six hundred 
and twenty-five pounes and does not ex- 
ceed seven hundred and tifty pounds, to 
the amount of the income tax upon one 
hundred and fifty pounds ; and 

(d) Lf his total income exceeds seven hundred 
and fifty pounds and does not exceed eight 
hundred and seventy-five pounds, to the 
amount of income tax upon eighty-seven 
pounds ; 

and such relief shall be given either by redue- 

tion of the assessment of by repayment of the 

excess which has been pail, or by both of 
those means, as the case may require. ’—(.Vr, 

Channing.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: There are 
two points in the hon. Member's pro- 
posal. One isthe exemption of everybody 
from income tax whose income is under 
£200. That does not seem to me to bea 
matter for inquiry at all. The other 
point has reference to the graduation of 
the abatements. That isa matter which, 
as the hon. Member has already said, 
forms part of the question we have just 
discussed, because in any inquiry into 
the possibility of making persons with 
larger incomes pay more income tax there 
must also be included the possibility of 
relieving those with the smaller incomes 


from a certain amount of the tax. 
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Whatever I may beable to do with re- 
gard to the suggestion of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Dumfries will include that part 
of the hon. Member’s Amendment which 
relates to abatements. 


*Mr. CHANNING said that he was 
afraid he must proceed with the Amend- 
ment in view of the answer of the right 
hon. Gentleman. He understood that 
the right hon. Gentleman was not pre- 
pared to deal with the question on its 
merits in the present year, or to give 
any guarantee that it would receive at- 
tention before next year’s Budget was 
presented. He thought it was only right 
that the case of the small income tax 
payers should now be placed before the 
Committee. It seemed to him that 
their case at present was an extremely 
hard one. Financial authorities on both 
sides of the House had repeatedly ad- 
mitted the reasonableness of the principle 
upon which the Amendment before the 
Committee was based. The right hon. 
Member for West Monmouthshire had 
extended the exemptions in 1894, and 
had had hardly credit enough for the 
reliei he then gave to this class. He 
then said— 

*T have always felt, and it is a universal 
sentiment, that if the income tax is to be 
maintained at a high figure—and the present 
rate of expenditure holds out little hope of 
reduction—we sbould make some attempt to 
adjust its pressure so as to make it less in- 
tolerable to those least able to bear it. Every- 
body must agree that the pressure is most 
severe upon those of very moderate incomes.” 
In 1894 the income tax stood at only 7d., 
and his right hon. friend, inimposing an 
additional penny, gave back out of its 
proceeds of £2,000,000, no less than 
£840,000 to the smaller taxpayers. In 
1898 the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had further endorsed this principle, 
and given £100,000 more in exemp- 
tions. Now they had an income tax 
of 1s. 5d. There appeared to be every 
likelihood of the income tax remain- 
ing at the increased figure for a long 
time, so that the present was a 
suitable occasion for considering the in- 
cidence of the tax, with the view 
to its being equitably adjusted. From 
the discussions which had taken place 
during the last two days, it was 
clear that it would be perfectly easy for 
the right hon. Gentleman to dispense with 

Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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the increase of the income tax on the 
present year. His main reason for not 
dispensing with the income tax was that 
he had been pressed in _ influential 
quarters not to withdraw the indirect 


. taxation with which he had accompanied 


the imposition of the extra penny on the 
income tax. He would not urge the 
right hon. Gentleman to withdraw 
that extra penny— it would be a monstrous 
proposition—unless he accompanied that 
by the withdrawal of the corn duty which 
was decided upon yesterday. The hon. 
Member had no special regard for the 
large income tax payers who were called 
upon to pay the extra penny, but he 
contended that in regard to the lower 
middle class—shopkeepers, farmers, and 
others whose incomes ranged from £160 
to £1,000—their position at present was 
extremely hard. These were not people 
who had profited by the war. The 
people whose incomes had increased were 
the large contractors who had received 
enormous profits, the shareholders of 
firms like Kynochs, who had doubled their 
dividends, and the great speculators who 
had made millions out of the misery of the 


South African war. They were the persons. 


who ought to be called upon to contribute 
most largely to meet the enormous increase 
in the ordinary expenditure of the country, 
the cost of armaments, and the expenses 
of the war. It had often been said by his 
right hon. friend the Member for Montrose 
that we ought to make people feel the 
responsibility of encouraging war by 
giving the tax collector freer access to 
their pockets. He absolutely disclaimed 
any adhesion to that principle. He did 
not care a straw what men’s opinions 
were. It was simply a question of the 
just incidence of taxation, and equality of 
sacrifice on the part of every individual 
in the community. ‘There were a great 
many women of small means who found 
it difficult to make ends meet, and they 
were called upon to pay this increased 
income tax although they had no responsi- 
bility for the war at all. He held that 
the present Budget was unfair. During 
the past two or three years the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had endowed himself 
with vast margins of money each year, 
ranging from £10,000,000 to £20,000,000, 
for which no purpose was 
assigned in the first instance. He had 
now £40,000,000, which had been as- 


ostensible 


signed for war purposes, set free by the 
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conclusion of the war. It seemed, there- 
fore, that an equitable reduction of the 
income tax might now be made, The 
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policy the right hon. Gentleman | 
had adopted was both shortsighted | 


and unjust. The right hon. Gentleman 
was not to assume that the proposal | 
he now made came from any Party | 
source. The Standard, one of the most 
eminent and staunchest supporters of 
His Majesty’s Government, printed an | 
article the previous day, in which it 
said— 

«“ The burden, 
lifted from the shoulders of the great middle 
class, has been deliberately and needlessly 
kept on their backs, and this in defiance of 
equity and a tacit understanding. This policy 
has aroused more exasperation among the 
persons affected by it than, perhaps, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and his colleagues 
realise. é 
which pour into our office, they would perceive 
how deeply middle-class Conservatives have 
been moved by what they naturally regard as 
gross and heartless neglect of their interests. 
The great community “which pay income tax 

—and more especiatly the vast multitude of 
persons of moderate means, on whom this 
unpopular impost presses with the utmost 
severity—are growing tired of the continued 
indifference with which they are treated by 
‘the Party chiefs.” 


And the article goes on to say: 


‘They are not at all inclined to submit 
patiently to being squeezed and muleted be- 


yond their due, when the emergency has 
passed. So strong is this legitimate resent- 
ment, that the Government are fortunate in 


not being compelled at the present moment 
to appeal to the constituencies. 
That might appear to be a _ mere 
quarrel between the right hon. Gentle- 
man and the particular friends of the 
Government in the Press, but he 
thought that it showed conclusively 
that there was a just case for the 
alleviation of the pressure of the in- 
come tax at the present moment on 
persons with incomes of £200 to £1,000. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON thought 
that his friend was a little unreason- 
able after the attitude taken up by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer, who had _ pro- 
mised to appoint a Committee of 
experts on the question raised by 


the hon. Gentleman's Amendment. He 
was in entire sympathy, however, with 
all his hon. friend had said in regard to 
the poorer class of taxpayers, who, as 
Mr. Gladstone had said, practically paid 


whieh might easily have been | 


If they could see a tithe of the letters 


Bill, 


income tax on the whole of their in- 
comes, while the rich did not do so to 
the same extent. He could not agree 
with the first part of the Amendment 
extending the exemptions from £160 
to [£200. If they had a great tax of 
this sort, it ought to rest on a very sub- 
stantial basis. Having regard to the 
very fair way in which the Chancellor 
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of the Exchequer had met them in this 


matter, he trusted that his hon. friend 
would not press his Amendment to a 
division. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he very 
much agreed with what the hon. 
Member for Poplar had said as to the 
action of the hon. Member for East North- 
amptonshire. He could not help thinking 
that he had got his speech ready and 
would not waste a chance of delivering it, 
and that he was anxious, more especially, 
to show his agreement for once with the 
Standard newspaper. He desired it 
should be perfectly clear that he was 
under no pledge with regard to the 
acceptance of the principle either of a 
graduated income tax or of an extension 
of abatements. The hon. and learned 
Member for Dumiries referred to what 
he and others had said as to the 
practical difficulties—he might use evena 
stronger word—of a graduatedincome tax, 
and asked if some inquiry might not he 
instituted into the matter. That seemed 
to him a suggestion very well worthy 
of consideration, and he promised to 
give it that consideration. As the 
effect of any such graduation would 
be to increase the burdens on the 
higher taxpayers, and therefore to re- 
lieve the lower taxpayers, the principle 
of the hon. Member's proposal must 
also come within the scope of any 
inquiry that might be instituted into 
the subject. He hoped. therefore, the 
debate might not be iurther prolonged. 


Mr. DILLON said he did not want 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to rest 
for a moment under the delusion that 
some hon. Members would listen for a 
moment to any proposal which would 
throw a heavier burden on the wealthier 
classes in order to grant exemptions to 
persons having an income of from £300 
to £500 or £600 a year What the 
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additional taxation of the wealthy was 
wanted for was the relief of the poorer 
class of taxpayers. 


CHANNING said that on the 
understanding that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was preparing to in- 
stitute an inquiry very shortly into 
the whole subject of exemptions, he 
would withdraw his Amendment. 


Mr. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he had 
nothing to add to what had already 
been said. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(4.38.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.) 
said that the Committee had been engaged 
for two hours in discussing a graduated 
income tax. He had a proposal for a 
graduated income tax, which had the 
merit of being practical and equitable, 
and he hoped the Committee would sup- 
port it. His proposal was a graduation 
between the income tax levied in Great 
Britain and in Ireland. He maintained 
that it wonld be quite easy to levy a 
heavier tax in Great Britain than in 
Ireland. He would even go the length 
of saying that the income tax in Ireland 
should not be more than 6d. He 
tended that to levy an income tax in 
Ireland was altogether inconsistent with 
the preamble of the Bill. That preamble 
set forth 


con- 


** We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal 


subjects, the Commons of the United Kingdom | 


Ireland, in 


of Great Britam and Parliament 
assembled, towards raising the necessary sup- 
plies to defray your Majesty's public expenses, 
and making an addition to the public revenue, 
have freely and voluntarily resolved to give 
and grant unto vour Majesty the duties herein- 
after mentioned.” 

Now, the people of [reland have never 
freely and voluntarily resoived to grant 
an income tax which pressed in a particu- 
larly burdensome manner en a_ large 
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| of it. 
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The income tax was first imposed 
as a war tax in Great Britain in 1793, 
and was repealed in 1816. It was re- 
newed in 1842 by Sir Robert Peel- first, 
because he had to meet a deficit, and 
secondly, to enable him to make certain 
fiscal reforms for the benefit of the mann- 
facturing interests of the country. In 
1845 the tax was again renewed by him. 
On neither occasion was the tax extended 
to Ireland, the ground stated being— 

* That it had never been imposed on Ireland, 
even during the pressure of European wars, 
and that as Great Britain would derive the 





greater advantage of the fiscal changes which 
were then made, it was but fair that they 
should bear the tax that was imposed to en- 
able these changes to be made.” 

In 1853, Mr. Gladstone, being Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, decided sti!l further to 
relieve the burdens on manufactures and 
on articles of consumption, and for the 
| purpose of effecting these objects he pro- 
| posed in his Budget to extend the in- 
come tax to Ireland for a limited num- 
| ber of years, and to equalise the spirit 
; duties. Now it was 1853 that the 
financial grievances of Ireland began. 
The income tax was to be extended to 
Ireland only for a limited number of 
years, but it had been imposed ever since. 
A set-off was given by wiping out a 
capital debt of £4,000,000, which had 
heen contracted mainly for the relief ot 
the poor during the great famine of 
| 1847-8-9. That £4,000,000 was wiped 
off, and bevond that Ireland had paid 
£30,000,000. Therefore, the Committee 
would not be surprised if on every 
oecasion when it could be raised, this 
question was raised by Irish Members, 
and it was pointed out how Ireland had 
been defrauded during all these years of 
over £25,000,000. He claimed that 
Ireland was entitled to an exemption of 





| this tax altogether, and she was certainly 


jentitled to 


number of the poorer Classes in Lreland. , 


He had no sympathy whatever with those 


who thought to lessen the burden of the | 


income tax on persons who ought to pay 
it. If he had the honour of a seat in an 
Irish Parliament he would be in favour 
of the principle of an income tax, but it 
would be a tax levied for the good of 
Ireland and for the development of Irish 
resources. At present the income tax 
was levied in Ireland from people who 


had no part whatever in the expenditure , 


Mr. Dillon. 


'so differently cireumstanced. 


lower tax. If the 
principle of graduation was to be en- 
forced at all, this was the opportunity to 
take of putting it into operation as be- 
tween, not individuals, but two countries 
It should 
be remembered that in Ireland income 
tax was paid in the large majority of 


have a 


cases by the possessors of smal! incomes. 
He 
had no objection to income tax, as a tax ; 
he thought it was the most beneficent 
but, while he held 


They were the people hardest hit. 


tax of modern times : 
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that opinion, he held that the position of { men in Ireland should be exempt from 


Ireland was totally different to the posi- 
tion of this country. In the first place 
this was a war tax, and Ireland should 
not be called upon to contribute to the 
cost of a war of which she did not ap- 
prove, andin the second place the con- 
tinuance of the policy of levying income 
tax on Ireland was a direct violation of 
the promises of Sir Robert Peel and Mr. 
Gladstone. If this was a tax being 
voted by an LIrish Parliament for 
the development of Irish resources 
it would be a very different matter. In 
that case he would be in favour of a 
fairly strong income tax. As it was, he 
hoped that this Amendment would be 
accepted by the right hon. Gentleman, 
and that he would reduce the sum of 
income tax in Ireland trom 1s, 3d. to Is. 
in the £. 


Amendment proposed-— 


“In page 3, line 18, at end, to add the | 
| make it 
, could 


words ‘in Great Britain, but in Ireland the 
said Income Tax shallbe charged at the rate 
of one shilling.” °—(.Wr Flyni.) 


Question proposed “ That those words 
be there added. 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH said the hon. 
Member not only objected to the income 
tax now to be levied in Ireland, but also 
asked that the tax leviable by the Finance 
Act of the previous year should be re- 
duced by 2d. Of course he was well 
aware that Irish Members had consis- 
tently objected to war taxation, but he 
could not see that disapproval of one 
form of expenditure justitied this claim 
for exemption. But the whole speech of 
the hon. Member Jed up to topies that 
were now excluded from debate, and 
from the very nature of the case this 
It could not be argued against 
this tax, as had been argued against the 
tea and other duties, that it was levied 
upon the poorest part of the population ; 
and he could not see why shareholders 
in Guinness’s brewery, Harland’s_ ship- 
building works, or in Irish railways 
should not be taxed on their dividends 
equally with the same class of taxpayers 
in England. But arguments upon these 
matters must be postponed until the 
financial relations of the two countries 
were under discussion. 


Was SO. 


Mr. FLYNN said he had no desire to | 
put forward the doctrine that the rich | 


a graduated 


the tax any more than the rich people of 
England. He had always taken the view 
that this was a tax in which no Customs 
ditticulties were involved, and, therefore, 
could be dealt with more easily than 
other taxes. If it was being raised for 
the development of Irish resource, as he 
had said before, he should have no 
objection to it. He begged leave to 


withdraw his Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


#Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (lent, 
Thanet) said that, in the course of his 
remarks, his right hon. friend the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had raised a 
very important question. The remark to 
which he referred was the reference to 
income tax, a_ principle 
which no Chancellor of the Exchequer 


‘had ever listened to or encouraged, and 


he hoped his right hon. friend would 
clear that no such suggestion 
have any kind of claim to his 
support or authority. He was quite 
aware that the remarks of his right hon. 
friend were made in with 
a proposal for dealing with the ques- 
tion of I 


connection 


abatement, and he hoped he 
would take the opportunity to explain 
that in connection with any inquiry he 
might institute into the incidence of the 
income tax, he in no way committed 
himself to tampering with that dangerous 
doctrine of a graduated tax, which had 
always been repudiated by the Conserva- 
tive Party. The right hon. Gentleman 
might also make clear the principle he 
had in mind, in his references to direct 
and indirect taxation, and the supposed 
necessity for keeping an equal proportion 
of amount in these sources of revenue. 
That was a principle which many had, 
in the course of the debate, carried far 
beyond what was probably intended by 
the remarks of his right hon. friend. 
The income tax paver was relatively a 
very large contributor to all indirect 
taxation, and there were some forms of 
indirect taxation that fell entirely upon 
income tax payers, for instance, the wine 
duties; and to say that an increase in 
the wine duties should be accompanied 
by an addition to the income tax was 
unfair, and an absurdity. Even the 
Cobden Club recognised the necessity of 
remedying the intolerable position into 
which we were drifting—a position in 
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held in his hand a memorandum signed 
by the Committee advocating the aboli- 
tion of all exemptions upon incomes ex- 
ceeding £100 per annum, so as to ensure 
a fair distribution of the tax amongst all 
classes. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
should listen to the warning of the Cob- 
den Club rather than encourage an inquiry 
into the means of concentrating the weight 
of taxation more and more on a few 
shoulders, which was universally admitted 
to be contrary to public policy. 


(5.5.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said 
that this tax should not be allowed to pass 
without a word on the present occasion. 
We had come to the end of the war, peace 
had been restored, and in consequence the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had been re- 
leased from a great many of his burdens, 
but instead of taking a penny off taxation 
he inaugurated the peace by placing a new 
and heavy burden on the country. When 
they discussed this question before, they 
had not the advantage of having the 
figures before them, but now they had all 
the facts in a Paper recently issued. That 
Paper showed that after providing for the 
restoration of the Sinking Fund, the 
interest on the new Debt, the grant for 
South Africa and to the %Vest Indies— 
after providing for everything required, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer hadin hand 
a surplus of nearly £6,000,000. But the 
Paper did not go to the bottom of the 
situation, and he wished the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would deal with the 
Committee a little more kindly in this 
matter. There was a_ surplus of 
£4,029,000, from the loan of the previous 
year which was not mentioned. If the 
two surpluses were added together that 
made a surplus of nearly £10,000,000, It 
was therefore an extraordinary state of 
things, that instead of taking off taxation, 
the right hon. Gentleman should have 
imposed new taxation. He pressed the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to explain to 
the Committee what was to become of 
the surplus of the loan of last year. The 
right hon. Gentleman had stated in reply 
to a Question that £2,500,000 of it had 
been used for Exchequer balances but 
even then there remained a balance of 
£1,50L,000 that should be added to the 
present surplus, so that the surplus would 
amount to £7,500,000. They had no 
right to build up such surpluses as these 


Mr. James Lowther. 
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which the tune was called by those who | 
did not help to pay the piper, and he | 


_people who paid the taxes. 
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at a time when the burden of taxation 
was so heavy on the people. They must 
remember that rates were also growing, 
and they also had to be met by the same 
He felt he 
was in some difficulty with regard to 
this matter, because the corn tax, which 
ought to have been got rid of, had been 
carried by the Committee and relief had 
been refused with regard to the tea duty, 
This was the third increase in direct 
taxation. The House was generally in 
favour of direct taxation, but he was not 
always in favour of it. He was not in 


_ favour of increasing taxation unnecessarily, 


and at the present time the income tax 
pressed just as heavily on the trade and 
commerce of the country. Ireland had 
been mentioned in regard to the proposal 
that a different income tax should be levied 
upon her. He would like to point out that 
while ten years ago the income tax levied 
in Ireland amounted to £550,000, this 
year the amount was £1,100,000. In ten 
years it had been doubled. He would not 
discuss the matter further, but merely point 
out that the increase of income tax had 
fallen with exceeding weight on Ireland. 
It had been more than doubled since the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer entered 
office, and at a moment when some 
relief might have been expected, it was 
being still further increased. In what 
position would the country be a year 
hence? ‘he heavy charges in con- 
nection with the termination of the war 
would have been disposed of, and there 
would be a revenue of £22,000,000 above 
the normal expenditure. If the Govern- 
ment were left in possession of that 
revenue, they and their supporters would 
not fail to discover some means of in- 
creasing the already extravagant ex- 
penditure of the country, and the House 
ought to pause before they allowed that 
revenue to remain without some good 
reason being given. The moment was 
an extraordinary one at which to increase 
the tax, and he should certainly refrain 
from supporting the Clause. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH said he had 
nothing to add to his previous state- 
ment, except that the hon. Member was 
entirely mistaken as to the amount of 


| the balance of the loan. 


Clause 6 and remaining Clauses agreed 
to. 
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Clause reducing the coal duty from one 
shilling to a penny. He reminded the 
Committee that when the export duty on 
coal was proposed strong objection was 
taken to it on the ground that it was a re- 
versal of the established fiscal policy of the | 
country, and that in many markets it 
would prove to be a bounty of 1s. per 
ton in favour of the foreign producer. 
Last year there might have been some- | 
thing to be said for the tax as a tem- | 
porary impost in the financial emergency 
arising out of the war, but now, with a 
peace Budget and a surplus, according to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s own 
figures, of £6,000.000, the time had 
surely come when this exceptional tax, 
plaeed upon one and only one great 
industry, might reasonably be discon- 
tinued. Why should the tax be imposed 
on coal only? There were other great 
industries such as the armament 
uinutacturing industry and others— 
which had made huge profits out of the | 
war, and it seemed to be contrary to the 
true principle of taxation, viz., that 
every man should be taxed according 
to his ability to pay, that this special 
impost should be placed on coal, while 
these other great and profitable indus- 
tries went absolutely free of any such 
special tax. The Chancellor of the, 
Exchequer in his Budget speech had 
declared that there was nothing in the 
experience of the year to justify the 
prophecies of evil made on the imposition 
of the tax. He, therefore, desired briefly 
to state how the tax had operated in 
Yorkshire, Durham, and Northumber- 
land. Before the export duty was pro- 
posed, the British coal producer was 
handicapped in securing trade in foreign 
countries by considerable import duties, 
amounting to 11?d. in France, 1s. 117d. 
in Russian northern ports, 2s. in Spain, , 
ls. in Denmark, and 1s. 6}d. in Portu- 
gal. When, in addition to these, a Is. 
export duty had to be borne, the work- 
ing of the coal trade was seriously affected. 
Eighteen months ago coal prices were 
shillings per ton higher than at present 
and the conditions of the trade 
materially altered. In times of high 
prices the coal owner could bear the Is. 
duty; it simply meant ls. less profit ; | 
but when prices had fallen to the extent, 
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*(5.22.) Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (York- | 


shire, W.R., Barnsley) rose to movea new | 


had | 
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for instance, of from 16s. to 9s. for best 
steam coal, and from 23s. 6d. to 9s. or 
10s. for coke, the position was altogether 
different. Had the prophecy of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that the 
foreign buyer would have to pay the 
duty been borne out by the fact? 
During the inflation of the coal trade, 
Belgium, Germany, and France used 
every effort to increase their output of 
coal; they succeeded, and today Ger- 
many especially was a more effective 
competitor with Great Britain in the 
European markets than ever before. 
The Westphalian Syndicate was arti- 
ficially restricting its output by 20 per 
cent., and the price to be obtained for 
English coal in the market, say of 
Hamburg, was absolutely fixed by the 
price which the Westphalian Syndicate 
would accept for its coal. Therefore, 
the price the British producer was able 
to getin the markets where German, 
French, or Belgium coal entered into 
competition was the relative value the 
buyer attached to English as compared 
with foreign coal. But from that price 
had to be deducted the freight and the 
export duty, the balance being the 
price at the pit’s mouth. If the duty 
were now repealed it would mean that 
the British producer would get 1s. more 
at the pit’s mouth. It could not be said 
that Yorkshire, Durham, and Northum- 
berland had a monopoly. They knew 
that within the last two or three years 
German coke had secured five-sixths of 


the trade of the Baltie ports and 
had ousted English coal. By _ the 


completion of the canal to Hamburg, 
along which Westphalian coal could be 
sent at a very low cost, competition in 
the Hamburg market was keener than 
ever it had been before. About a fort- 
night ago the Belgian coalowners reduced 
their coal at one stroke by three francs 
per ton. 

With regard to railway rates, they had 
been told by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that 50 per cent. less was 
charged by the English railway com- 
panies for the transport of coal for 
shipment than was charged for transport- 
ing it for manufacturing purposes. 
The right hon. Gentleman must have 
been misinformed, because, with the 
exception of small manufacturers 
consuming only oceasional trucks of coals, 
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which cost railway companies much 
more to handle and ought to be charged 
higher, all the large manufacturers, 
whether in the iron, steel, or chemical 


trade, had their coal carried at 
precisely the same rate as the 
railway companies carried coal 
for shipment. The Chancellor of the 


Exchequer pointed out in his Budget 
speech that the exports of coal were 
higher by 300,000 tons in the first three 
months of this year than last year. 
That was perfectly true taking the ex- 
ports as a whole, but the exports fell in 
1901 as compared with 1900 by 2,200,000 
tons. One extraordinary feature was 
that this fall in the exports of coal was 
almost entirely in connection with four 
foreign countries. ‘Though there had 
been increased exports from South Wales, 
yet the exports to Germany, Holland, 
Belgium, and France, mainly supplied 
by Yorkshire, Durham, and Northum- 
berland, actually went down over 
2,000,000 tons in 1901 as compared 
with 1900, 


“Sin M. HICKS BEACH : 


the present year. 


1901 is not 


“Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said that the 
exports of coal from the north-eastern 
ports during the first three months of 
this year had gone down by 100,000 
tons as compared with the first three 
months of lust vear. He was trying to 
show that as jar as Yorkshire, Durham, 
and Northumberland were concerned a 
real injury had been done to the coal 
trade by this tax. Referring to a colliery 
in his own constituency which exported 
five-sixths of its produce, he said that 
since the imposition of this tax its ex- 
ports to Hamburg had fallen from the 
rate of 70,000 tons a year to 35,000 
tons a year, its exports to Holland from 
15,000 tons to nothing, and its exports 
to Belgium from 120,000 tons to 59,000 
tons. ‘The price realised, after deducting 
tne freight and the shilling duty, did not 
leave a iarthing profit on the coal pro- 
dluced at that colliery, and if there were 
a further fall in the value of coal it 
would be necessary that the colliery 
should be stopped, which would throw 
1,000 miners out of employment. 
Those miners were now only working 
three days per week instead of six, and at 
Wr. Joseph IValton. 
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the same time they had had the bread 


tax put upon themselves and_ their 
families. he difference in the cost of 
production at this colliery, working 
three days instead of six, was no less 
than 9d. per ton. The reason why their 
exports had kept up was because the 
demand for coal at home had fallen off, 
but in order to have the cheapest pro- 
duction of coal, it was necessary to have 
a full output, and though they had had 
to accept prices that would not pay in 
many cases it was better to do that 
rather than work the collieries short 
time. 

This tax, so far as the counties which 
he had mentioned were concerned, was 
paid not by the foreign consumer, but 
by the coal owner and the coal miner. 
Within a very short time the wages of 
miners had been reduced 174 per cent., 
and at the present moment negotiations 
were going on in the Midlands to reduce 
miners’ wages by 10 per cent. The 


Committee was warned last vear that 


it was the coal owner who would 
have to pay this duty. and that 
a considerable proportion of it would 


ultimately have to come out of the 
and this had aiready 
happened. The reductions in wages in his 
own district had been rendered ne cessary 
by this export duty, which prevented 
coal owners getting an extra Is. per ton 
ut the pit’s mouth. As trade declined 
and as prices fell, the injury to the coal 
industry, especially in the North of 
England, by reason of this export duty 
would be greatly increased, and the tax 
would become more and more unjust. 
Another reason why this tax ought to 
be repealed was that it was most unfair 
in its incidence. If the tax was applied 
to the whole of the coal trade of the 
United Kingdom, and if, instead of Is. 
per ton on exported coal, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had charged 2d. per 
ton upon the whole coal of the United 
Kingdom, it he had put one-half of that 
2d. upon the royalty owner and _ the 
other half upon the colliery owner, he 
did not think there would have been the 
same outery against the tax. 

Another injustice was that this was 
not an Some collieries 
could put their coal on board at a cost 
of 6d. per ton, whilst in other cases it 
would cost 2s. or 3s. per ton. Therefore, 


miners wages 


ad valorem tax. 





de 


hu 
pit 
col 
pel 
me 


the 
tay 
abl 
ot] 
we 


404 


read 
heir 
t of 
cing 
less 
heir 

the 

off, 
pro- 
lave 
had 
v in 
that 
hort 


hich 
was 
but 
iner. 
es of 
ent., 
tions 
duce 
The 
that 
‘ould 
that 
“ould 
the 
ready 
in his 
ssary 
ented 
r ton 
‘lined 
, coal 
h of 
duty 
re tax 
just. 
ht to 
infair 
pplied 
i the 
of ls. 
icellor 
1. per 
Jnited 
that 
d the 
er, he 
on the 


is was 
llieries 
a cost 
ases it 
refore, 





405 Finance 


if the right hon. Gentleman wished to 
impose an equitable tax, it shouid be put 
on the coal at the pit’s mouth. Suppos- 
ing 2s. 7d. per ton was the rate to the 
port of shipment trom certain collieries 
and Gs. ld. per ton was the selling price. 
That would mean 3s. 6d. per ton at the 
pit’s mouth, and then there was Is. per 
ton export duty to deduct. In the case of 
another colliery, which was nearer the 
port, the coal owner could afford not to 
charge 6s. 1d., but 5s. 11d., by reason of 
the fact that it would only cost him 6d, per 
ton to the port of shipment. ‘Therefore 
this coal owner would receive 5s. 5d. as 
against 2s. 6d. by the other owner. He 
submitted that that was not a fair and 
equitable method, and it ought to be 
altered in this particular Budget. Was 
it reasonable or fair that 1s. per ton 
should be levied on coal worth 6s. Id. 
per ton, while the same tax was levied 
upon coal worth twice thatsum? There 
should be an ud valorem duty, and the tax 
ought to be borne according to the value 
of the coal at the pit’s mouth. Last 
year the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
put forward as a very strong argument 
in fayour of the imposition of this export 
duty on coal the fact that it was 
desirable that the nation’s 
of the best quality of coal should be 
husbinded. As the realisable prices at the 
pits mouth were falling lower andlower, 
colliery owners ceased to work the ex- 
pensive seams, so that week by week and 
month by month they were being driven 
to concentrate themselves upon working 
the cheaper seams. So far from the 
tax conserving the best and most valu- 
able classes of coal, it was operating in the 
other direction, and the expensive seams 
were being worked more extensively. 
The tax, therefore, had not fulfilled in the 
slightest degree the objects which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had in 
viey when he imposed it. He would 
give one or two actual facts as to how 
the tax was operating with regard to the 
export trade of Yorkshire, Durham, and 
Northumberland. The French East 
Railway Company, which had always 
drawn its supplies of locomotive coal 
trom England, had this year concluded a 
contract for 150,000 tons of German 
coal, which would be shipped from 


resources 


Rotterdam. What was the difference 
between German coal producers and 
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ourselves with regard to the contract ? 
The German competitor had no export 
duty to pay on his coal, whereas the 
British coal owner was handicapped by 
having to pay the ls. export duty. If 
that was not a clear example of a 1s. 
bounty in favour of the German 
producer, there never was a bounty in 
this world. A communication was 
received last week from Kiel with regard 
to a contract for 8,500 tons which came 
to this country last year and which this 
vear had gone to the Westphalian 
Syndicate, the export tax imposed here 
just making the difference which caused 
the less of the order. In times of low 
prices it must make thedifference. West- 
phalian coal had displaced much of the 
English coal. During the year ending 31st 
March 1901, a colliery in South York- 
shire sent to Hull for shipment 203,000 
tons, but for the year ending 51st March, 
1902, the quantity was only 108,000 tons, 
a diminution of 96,000 tons: whilst the 
output of the colliery fer the same 
periods went up from 668,000 to 834,000 
tons, an increase of 166,000. As coal had 
recently been more difficult to sell at 
home, the Committee could imagine how 
much the coal tax had affected the trader. 
A communication from St. Petersburg 
the other day stated, in regard to a par- 
ticular contract, that the buver would 
only give a certain price for English coal, 
heeause he had an offer of German coal 
at a particular price. There, again, was 
a case where German competitors were 
net handicapped by any export tax on 
coal. He had shown to the Committee 
that, so far as Yorkshire, Durham, and 
Northumberland were concerned, this tax 
had already operated most injuriously, 
and it was not necessary to wait for 
another year to ascertain its effect. It 
was already beginning to be felt by the 
wage-carning class of the country. Un- 
doubtedly we had not heard the last of 
the reduction of wages, because the trend 
of trade was downwards, and in propor- 
tion as prices fell the Is. export duty 
would become a still greater hindrance to 
trade and to the securing of contracts in 
some parts of Europe. He agreed that 
in certain parts of the world competition 
He trusted the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would give care- 
ful consideration to the statement he had 


was not so severe. 


made, and agree to the addition of the 


clause to the Finance Bill. He had been 
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asked, “‘ Why make two bites of acherry ? 
Why not propose the repeal of the tax 
altogether?” In the present circum 
stances of the coal trade, and having 
regard to the fact that they were paying 


an additional impost in the way of income | 


tax, if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would let them have 11d. per ton out of 
the 1s. he would be quite prepared to 
give him the other Id. for luck. He 
moved the following clause 


New Clause— 


“On and after the Ist day of August, 1902» 
1d. shall be substituted for Ls. as the duty on 
coal under Section 3 of the Finance Act, 1901.” 
~(Mr. Joseph Walton) brought up and read 
the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


*(5.55.) Sin M. HICKS BEACH: The 
hon. Member has repeated and amplified 
the speech on this subject which he 
delivered on the Second Reading of the 
Finance Bill. He has spoken solely with 
reference to coal in Yorkshire, Durham, 
and Northumberland, and I think he has 
taken his instances practically from certain 
collieries only, and mainly with regard to 
certain kinds of coal. The hon. Member 
practically proposes the entire abolition of 
the coal tax of last year. There is no 
indirect tax which I should be so reluctant 
to interfere with at the present moment 
as the duty on coal. I entirely differ 
from the arguments and conclusions of 
the hon. Member. I will take the 
whole coal export trade of this country. 
We were told that the coal duty was 
going to stop it. Well, the assertion 
has been proved to be absolutely 
untrue. In introducing the Budget I 
gave the figures of our total export of 
coal for the years ending 3lst March, 
1900, 1901, and 1902, and I showed that, 
with the exception of the record year 
1900, by far the highest export year 
which has ever been known was the year 
ending 31st March last. Of course, I 
admitted then, as now, that the experience 
of the first year of the tax was not con- 
clusive, because up to the end of December 
large exports were made under previous 
contracts, on which an exemption was 
allowed. But now I will take the record 
of the first five months of the present 
year, in which the exports have been 
practically under new contracts made 
since the passing of the tax. In the five 
Mr, Joseph Walton. 
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months ending the 31st of last month the 
total export of coal from this country was 
23,057,567 tons, including, of course, 
bunker coal. That was the highest 
amount exported in any similar five 
months that have ever been known. 
That is what the hon. Member says is 
the terrible effect of the coal duty. In the 
record year 1900 there were 22,637,000 
tons exported in the same period. In the 
first five months of 1901 the total was 
22,546,000 tons. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: 
Chancellor omit bunker coal ? 


Does the 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, cer- 
tainly not. Why should I omit bunker 
coal? That is the total export of coal. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : Bunker coal 
does not bear the shilling duty at all. 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: Yes, fbut 
that does not affect my point of view. 
The bunker coal export has largely 
increased because it does not bear the 
duty, and therefore the shipowners 
have taken far larger amounts in their 
bunkers than they did before, instead 
of coaling at coaling stations abroad, 
where probably they would have got 
foreign coal. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: That is due 
to the absence of the tax. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Very well; 
but the mines are employed, the mine 
owners are selling their coal, the miners 
get their wages, and the industry is 
going on. 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): Wages are greatly reduced. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: That may 
be, but the reduction of wages is not 
the result of the tax, but is due to the 
fall in prices. Now I will take the 
German trade to which the hon. Mem- 
ber referred. Our exports to Germany 
in the five months ended May 3lst, 
1901, were 2,146,000 tons, and in the 
similar five months of this year they 
were 2,140,000 tons. Where then is 
this terrible competition of the West- 
phalian coalfield which was supposed to 
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havedone so much harm? The Govern- 
ment are bound to consider, as time 
oes on, the effect of the coal tax on 
this industry, as they are bound to 
consider the effect of all other indirect 
taxes on the various industries of this 
eountry. But for that purpose the 
business of the present year will afford 
an infinitely better standard of com- 
prison than that of last year. So far 
asthe year has yet gone, there is abso- 
lutely nothing to show that the hon. 
Member has any cause for complaint. 
This subject is at present under investi- 
gition by a Royal Commission, and they 
vil, no doubt, make a Report as 
oon as they have any facts to which 
they think it desirable to call the 
attention of Parliament. I trust the 
debate will not be prolonged, for I can- 
not possibly accept the Amendment. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Manstield) said that though he represented 
amining constituency he was not going to 
allege that the tax had fallen on the men. 
His experience in South Wales was that 
up to the present time the tax had been 
jid by the buyers. The tax had not 


injuriously affected the coal trade to any 


considerable extent, but it had worked 
partially in regard to small coal. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had limited 
the duty to coal at 6s. per ton f.o.b. 
His hon. friend had spoken of coal in the 
North of England being sold at 6s., &s., 
and 9s, per ton; but he knew of coal in 
South Wales which only fetched 3s. 6d. 
prton. He himself was quite ready to 
wll the Chancellor of the Exchequer as 
many thousand tons of small coal as he 
liked at 6d. per ton. 


Mr. PICKARD (Yorkshire, 
Normanton): What! 6d. per 
should like to be a competitor. 


W.R. 
ton! I 


Mr. MARKHAM said he would go 
further and say that if the hon. Member 


was willing to buy 10,000 tons at 4d. per , 


tn he was quite willing to sell. He 
wanted to impress the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with the fact that this tax 
pressed heavily on districts, such as 
Nottingham and Derby, which lay far 
away from the port, to which a freight of 
Js. and 4s. a ton was charged. Formerly 
they were able to ship, but not now. He 
asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
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therefore, to make this an ad valorem tax 
and not a tax with a limit of 6s. f.o.b. 
Of course he did not deny that the tax 
had done harm to the coal trade. All 
taxes were more or less injurious to trade, 
but he was not going to admit that the tax 
had been of a ruinous character during the 
last twelve months. He was certain that 
the reduction in the price of coals in 
South Wales was not due to the tax. 


*Mr. FENWICK said he could not allow 
the statement made by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, to the effect that miner's 
wages were not being reduced in con- 
sequence of this tax, to pass unchal- 
lenged. His experience was quite to 
the contrary. It was perfectly true 
that the contracts were free up to the 
31st December last, and so far as last 
year was concerned wages were not much 
affected by the tax ; but at this moment 
they were affected by it, and the very 
last reduction suffered in the North of 


' England, ten weeks ago, was due entirely 


to the coal tax. His hon. friend the 
Member for Mansfield said that coal 
buyers were paying the tax. 


*Mr. MARKHAM: To some extent. 


*Mr. FENWICK said he would like to 
know under what circumstances and 
conditions they were paying the tax. 
At present they were prepared to give 
a certain price free from all considera- 
tions of the tax. If they had to pay the 
export duty their price to the coal 
owners was ls. per ton less. Wages 
in the North of England were calculated 
according to average realised selling price 
of the coal each quarter; and it was to 
the coal owners, advantage to take the 
lower price so as to reduce the average 
at the end of the quarter and thus 
reduce the workmen's wages. He believed 
in a large number of cases the foreigner 
was paying the tax, but under conditions 
such as he had just stated, and the work- 
men’s wages were consequently affected 
by the tax. He had never said that the 
coal trade would be ruined by the tax, 
but had always contended that it would 
seriously affect the workmen’s wages, as 
was being proved every day now that 
the tax was fully operative. Therefore, 
he insisted that it was an unfair and 
unjust tax. The Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer had said that it would be 
one of the last taxes he would give up, 
and that coal ought to bear some taxa- 
tion. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would take his stand on the principle 
that all coal raised in this country ought 
to bear a tax he did not helieve they 
would be inclined to disagree with him ; 
but he had singled out particular districts 
which were exporting districts, and taxed 
the coal raised there ls. per ton, which 
was large enough to have an injuri- 
ous effect on the workmen’s wages. If 
the Chancelior of the Exchequer imposed 
a duty of 2d. per ton upon ail coal raised 
in the United Kingdom he would get 
every penny as much as he now received 
from the export duty of Is. perton. In 
fact. he thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man would get rather more, because 
every coal owner was compelled to make 
a return tothe Home Office of the amount 
of coal he produced, and he was 
that the of collec tion of a univ 
2d. tax per ton would be much less than 
that of the export duty. Then the ta: 
would be so very small that the effee 
upon would certainly 
not he anything so great as under the 
present tax. He sincerely hoped that 
before the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had another Budget to prepare he would 
take this matter into his serious 
sideration. 


sure 


cost rsal 


workmen’s wages 


con 


(6.13) Sm EDWARDGREY (Northum 
berland, Berw iek) said he only wanted to 
add a word to re-enforce what had been so 
well advaneed by the hon. Member for 

Jarnsley. The great objection to the 
tax last year in the North of England 
originally was that its incidence created 
a sense of injustice. That sense of in- 
justice had not been removed. he 
assistance which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer received last year in pussing 
the tax arose very greatly from prejudice 
created by the high price of coal charged 
to consumers in this country. But the 
high price of coal was charged for an 
entirely different class of con] irom that 
which was exported, and on which the 
duty had to be paid, The Chaneellor of 
the Exchequer had complimented the 
Members from the Midlands upon their 
support of the tax, but it was not on 
them that the burden of the tax fell. 
The tax iell on special districts, and in 


Mr. Fenwick. 
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these districts it operated very harshly, 
It called from the right hon. Gentleman 
the promise that he would make some 
modifications. Still, that did not get rid 
of the whole ditticulty, nor was it to he 
removed by quoting wholesale figures, as 
the Chancellor of the Excheyuer had 
done. First of all, bunker coal was 
included in his figures, and upon bunker 
coal the tax did not fall. It struck him, 
though it was impossible to follow it up 
on the spur of the moment, that this 
the amount of bunker coal 
taken in this country was in itself a proof 
that the tax did atfect the price, 
Che Chancellor of the Exchequer let fall 
that if bunker coal was 
not taken in this country the shipowner 
would have to fill up with foreign coal, 
But he thought it was much more likely 
that the shi powner would have to fill up 
with foreigu coal in the future under this 
tax. That went to prove that a certain 
amount of coal being driven out of 
our markets by the operation of this tax, 
and that the coal owners had 
obliged to markets in places 
not affected by the tax. The Chancellor 
ot the Exchequer in bis figures did not 
distinguish between different kinds of 
coal. It was possible that the export of 
some kinds of Welsh coal had iners 
and that that made up the figures: but, 
without knowing what = the 
fivures were, that was no consolation to 
he district atiected by the tax. Where 
there was monopoly coal of a special kind, 
which people abroad must have almost at 
any price, the consumer paid the tax ; 
but where the coal hed: not a monopoly 
value then the tax must fall upon the 
producer in this country. They were 
tired of the argument that this 
small tax would not have any effect upon 
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the price. The argument was_ that, 
having regard to the oscillations in the 
price of coal, this 1s. could not have 
any real effect upon the price. If they 
put a small weight on one side of a 


pendulum the pendulum would continue 
to swing, but they would alter the centre 
over swung. And so will this 
tax. The oscillation of the price would 
continue, but it would be affected by the 
tax. Therefore, the tax must have an 
effect upon wages. Wages had fallen in 
the districts to which special reference 
had been made and there was a prospect 
of a further reduction. This tax must 
hear its part in the reduction of wages. 


W hich it 
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point he agreed with the 
(Chancellor of the Exchequer. It was. 
too soon yet for them to be able to gauge 
the effect of the coal tax. But that 
argument cut both ways. The Chancellor 
§ the Exchequer had expressed himself 
as having an open mind to this extent— 
that the course of trade ought to be 
yatched. He could assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that they would join him 
gost earnestly in watching the course of 
wade, and in drawing, as soon as possible, 
the moral which, he was, afraid, was 
atain to be drawn from the operation 
if this tax. 
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sin JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Ches- 
rr-le-street) said that the argument of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer seemed to be 
sed on the quantity of coal exported, 
wut the right hon. Gentleman did not 
vem to have taken into consideration the 
het that during the last few months there 
had been an extraordinary fall in freights, 
thich had been an advantage to our coal- 


whers in competing with countries like | 


Germany, France, and Belgium, and to 
i certain extent had neutralised the 
fect of the tax. During the last six or 
uine months freights had been lower than 
they had been for fifty years. But ship 
wners could not continue carrying coal 
it the existing freights, because during 
ill this time ships had been losing money, 
ud, therefore, some change must be 
expected. He had never argued that 
this tax would ruin the coal trade, but 
westill maintained that it was mischievous 
ud injurious, and its effects would be 
‘lt to a much greater extent in the 
tuture. In those countries where there 
ras no coal, and which were dependent 
n English coal, the foreigner paid the 
tux; but wherever there was competition, 
then the coal owners would suffer. 
(Contracts would be taken at a shilling 
iton less than if there was no tariff, 


vith the result that the men at the pit’s | 
nouth must beartheloss. The Chancellor | 
iithe Exchequer had, in his figures, left | 


wut of account certain charges amount- 
ing to about 1s. 9d. per ton, which on 
220,000,000 tons amounted to some- 
thing like £18,000,000 a year. If they 
took £18,000,000 a year from the alleged 
profits, it showed that for the fifteen years 
in regard to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had quoted figures the average 
teturn was about 4 per cent. In a 


YUL, CLX, 
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ganshire, Rhondda) disclaimed 
one 
was going to kill the coal trade. 
he 
for 
feel the effect of the 1s. tax. 
the 
statement last year he no doubt believed 
the 
Last year the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer stated his belief that the working 
man would not pay this tax. 
Wales the miners had put their account- 
ants to work in order to discover if 
the Chancellor were correct. 
was to make it clear that, whoever did 
pay, the coal owners, by a nice device, had 
been able to keep the shilling off the 
books. 
percentage on their wages, but of every 
penny the coalowners got for their coal 
they manipulated this shilling per ton, 
and it did not appear on their books as the 
price of coal free on board. When the 
miners of South Wales were prepared to 
prove up to the hilt that the tax cost 
them 8? per cent. in their wages, they 
had 
opinion, the Chancellor should consider. 
Wages in South Wales had gone down 
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speculative trade like the coal trade that 
was not an unreasonable return. 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
explain how he came to quote those 
figures 
reduction for rents, material, and other 
costs, because the figures quoted influ- 
enced both the House and the country. 


He 


without considering a_ larger 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
being 
who had said the tax 
All 
said was that when the demand 
steam coal fell off they would 
When 
right hon. Gentleman made his 


of those 


statement he made was correct. 
In South 


The result 


The miners received a certain 


made out a case which, in his 


15 per cent. in the last two months, 


and 30 per cent. since the imposition of 
the tax. 
| grade, and one thing he feared was that 
the miners were about to give notice 


Wages were on the downward 


to terminate the sliding scale arrange- 
ments. If that should happen, he knew 
of nothing that would cause greater 
confusion among the South Wales 
collieries. That the employers did receive 


‘this advantage he had no doubt, and he 


was equally sure that the miners received 
no benefit. He was afraid that the 
House would find that this tax would be 
probably one of the greatest preventives 
of an amicable settlement in South Wales. 
There was also sufficient proof that the 
miners had already had a reduction in 
Pp 
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their wages. Although the war was 
finished, and peace had been proclaimed, 
shippers were not carrying coal, and 
South Wales was suffering very greatly. 
Not only would the demand fall off, but 
so long as this tax remained, wages. he 
was afraid, would continue reduced to 
the tune of 8} per cent. He hoped, 
therefore, that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would think twice, now that 
he had these facts placed before him, and 
would do all he could to meet these 
difficulties. 


*Mr. LAMBTON (Durham, S.E.) said 
that he opposed the tax last year. It 
was, in his opinion, clearly proved that 
those who opposed it last year were in the 
right. He should not vote for the new 
clause, because he thought it was not a 
suitable time to derange the finances of 
the country. He had not altered his 
opinion that it was a mischievous tax, a 
partial tax, and that it affected some of 
the districts he represented in a very 
adverse way. 


*(6.35.) Mr. CHARLES WILSON 
(Hull, W.) thought that the present state 
of things showed conclusively that there 
ought to bea Minister of Commerce pro- 
tecting and representing the trade of this 
country. He had listened with great atten- 
tion to the speech of the hon. Member for 
Barnsley, but he would not repeat his 
statistics. He was not a coal owner, but 
a ship owner ; and so far all that had been 
said in the debate was from the point of 
view of the colliery owners and the 
labouring classes in the collieries. At 
Goole, Hull, and Grimsby, the principal 
portion of the trade was in continental 
steamers sailing in great numbers weekly 
to the nearest continental ports. For 
one reason or another the export of goods 
in his time had fallen off enormously, and 
steamers had to make up the difference 
by filling up with coal. Often the 
steamers took 500 tons of coal and 100 
or 200 tons of other goods. The last offer 
he heard of from Hull to Ghent was at 
2s, 2d. per ton, and he would like to 
know how a steamer could exist upon 
such a freight as that. Upon the last 
occasion when he endeavoured to protect 
the shipping interest, he was told by the 
Chanceller of the Exchequer that he did 
not represent it. Perhaps it might be 


Mr. William Abraham. 
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news to hon. Members that the ship- 
ping members of the House of Com- 
mons did not think that their interests 
were being properly guarded, and they 
had determined to work together in 
Parliament in the interests of the mer- 
cantile marine of this country.  Per- 
haps, under these circumstances, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would take 
a little more interest in the mercantile 
marine than he had done up to the 
present. Owing to the demand for large 
steamers, which had been constantly 
employed for war purposes, the demand 
for coal had been very considerable, and 
as a ship owner he could say that shipping 
at present was in the position that it was 
almost impossible to make a_ paying 
reight for any class of steamer, and more 
especially the tramps. Consequently, 
they had to fall back upon the export of 
coal, and the export of goods would 
annually decrease unless there was a 
great change in the policy of this country, 
Steamers were more and more becoming 
dependent upon the export of coal. The 
coal owners and the labour representa- 
tives had stated what the effect of this 
tax had been as far as their interests were 
concerned, and he had told the House 
what the effect on shipping had been as 
far as he was connected with it. Every- 
thing that the hon. Member for Barnsley 
had said upon this point was borne out 
by his own experience. They had aiso 
to consider the railway carriers, the ship 
builders, and the poor shipowners, and 
on their behalf he had not the slightest 
hesitation in saying that this tax was a 
great mistake in the political economy of 
this country. 


*Sm THOMAS WRIGHTSON (St. 
Pancras, E.) said he did not regret the 
raising of this subject, because he thought 
it was very desirable that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should keep his atten- 
tion directed upon this tax. He believed 
that the incidence of this tax had been 
most unfair in many respects on North- 
umberland and Durham. In Northum- 
berland they exported something over 
90 per cent. of their coal, and conse- 
quently this tax told upon them much 
more heavily than upon other districts. 
The falling off in the demand of coal 
owing to the export tax had very much 
| more affected the Northern counties than 
the Southern exporting districts. This 
| was a matter which affected employers 
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of labour seriously. He could confirm 
what had been said by the hon. Member 
for the Wansbeck Division of Northum- 
berland, that this tax upon coal had 
already told upon the wages of the men 
toa small extent. The increased cost of 
raising coal due to diminished quantity 
was a very serious matter in North- 
umberland, and it was doubly — seri- 
ous because the disadvantage in the 
increased cost owing to the lesser 
production became an absolute ad- 
vantage to foreign competitors, because 
every ton of coal they raised instead of 
our raising it caused a diminution in 
their cost. If the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer insisted upon taxing coal 
in some form or other, he would 
suggest that he should tax the waste 


of coal. The waste of coal was very 
great. Coal was used very largely for 


the production of steam, and any expert 
would teli the right hon. Gentleman 
that almost half that coal could be 
saved by proper appliances. If the 
right hon. Gentleman could devise some 
means by which to tax the waste, he 
would confer a lasting benefit on the 
resources of the country, as it would force 
people to be economical. There would 
be no difficulty in assessing the amount 
of coal each engine should use, and then 
the use of coal free of duty could, be 
allowed up to a certain amount, and 
all waste over that amount most heavily 
taxed. The machinery for the collection 
of such a tax might involve some cost 
but it would pay, as a large revenue 
would at the time it was wanted be 
forthcoming, and the coal saved would 
defer the exhaustion of our national 
stock of fuel now so recklessly wasted. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON 
Burghs) was not opposed to the 
principle of the tax, and he quite 
appreciated the force of the argument 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that the Committee should wait for the 
finding of the Coal Commission, which 
was empowered to inquire into the effect 
and incidence of the tax. But if there 
were grounds for Members from Wales 
and Durham and Northumberland 
opposing the tax on the ground of its 
partial incidence, there was still more 
ground for Members from Scotland to 
do so, because the tax fell more heavily 


(Leith 
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there thanin South Wales, or Northum- 
berland, or Durham. The Chancellor ot 
the Exchequer had referred to figures 
showing that the export of coal had 
been sustained, but the export of 
the cheaper coal had largely fallen off. 
That indicated that special districts had 
suffered special hardship under the 
tax. He would support the tax if it 
were levied equally and fairly in all 
districts as an «ad valorem duty, and he 
believed a larger amount would be 
raised in that way with less grievance 
than was the case under the present 
extremely unfair system ; but, seeing the 
manner in which it actually was levied, 
he should oppose it now, as he did last 
year. 


*Srr JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, Barn- 
ard Castle) desired to reiterate the remarks 
he made last year as to the injury the 
tax would do not to the coal trade 
particularly, but to the general trade 
of the country. In the Hull district 
the additional 1s. had caused a great 
loss of freight, as the shipowner was 
not able to get the coal to make up 
a good freight. In that district, the 
steamers loaded with a variety of goods 
anda coal ballast, but the trade had 
been largely knocked on the head. The 
tax did a great deal more harm to the 
trade of the country than it did good to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. It 
decreased rather than increased the tax- 
able area. In his own district the ques- 
tion of wages was a very grave one, and 
the deficit of freights had made a much 
smaller demand in the shipbuilding 
industry. In the colliery districts there 
was not much to complain of in the 
quantity of work, but there was as to 
the price that could be obtained for 
the coal, and the men complained of the 
decrease in the rate of wages. Then 
the question of wages affected the 
farmers. The farmers in Yorkshire and 
Durham sent almost the whole of their 
best meat to the co-operative stores. 
When wages went down the demand for 
bread might go up, but the quantity of 
meat consumed in the pitman’s family 
went down, and the farmers complained. 
He hoped, therefore, if the right hon. 
Gentleman again looked into this ques- 
tion he would consider it from the point 
of{view he had mentioned. 


P2 
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Mr. DAVID MACIVER was under- two ways: There was less coal raised 
stood to say that many Members from the pits, and the Chancellor of 
had lost sight of the circumstance the Exchequer did not get his ls. a ton. 


that coal had fallen in value not only in 
this country, but all over the world. 
He had always been a supporter of the 
coal duty, and he had no sympathy 
whatever with the Amendment. Having 
a great deal to do with carrying and 
buying coal, he believed the duty had 
had no prejudicial effect whatever as 
regarded the higher qualities of coal. It 
might be still higher, so far as those 
qualities were concerned, without causing 
any mischief. But it was different with 
regard to other qualities. The case put 
forward by the hon. Member for the Leith 
Burghs as to Scotland was perfectly 
true. The Amendment standing in his 
name on the Paper was one that he had 
been asked to put down by members of 
the trade. Their case was much the 
same as that stated bythehon. Memberfor 
the Leith Burghs—that certain districts 
of the country were prejudicially affected 
by the duty. He was giad to know that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
carefully watching the effect of the tax. 
He was sure the right hon. Gentleman 
did not wish to injure the coal trade in 
any way, and doubtless the time would 
come when he would meet the views of 
his Liverpool and Wigan friends, and so 
re-arrange the duty on small coal as to 
make it possible for such coal'to be profit- 
ably exported from Wigan. At present 
it was not possible to do that, because 
the cost of conveyance to Liverpool was 
ls. 9d. per ton, and when the wages 
were added the cost was broughtfup to 
above the 6s. limit ; consequently the 
exemption could not be claimed, and the 
trade was stopped. There used to be a 
considerable business in this coal, but it 
could not exist unless something was 
done to meet the cost of railway 
carriage to the ports. The tax cut in 


It had distinctly stopped the export of 
the poorer qualities of coal, and it was per- 
fectly impossible for that coal to be 
exported unless some such plan as that 
suggested in his Amendment lower on 
the Paper were adopted, and the geo- 


‘graphical position of the colliery taken 


into account. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH appealed to 
the Committee to come to a decision on 
the question. For reasons which com- 
manded the assent of the majority of the 
House, he was not only unable to reduce 
taxation, but was obliged to increase it. 
Therefore, even for that reason alone, 
he had to resist the Amendment. But it 
was further admitted by a high authority 
that it would be impossible to tell the 
result of the tax for another year , it was 
also known that the matter was under 
the consideration of a competent Royal 
Commission, and he had promised to give 
attention to the condition of the trade. 


Mr. PICKARD said he thought the 
hon. Member for Barnsley had made 
out an excellent case for the re-considera- 
tionof thismatter. The wagesof theminers 
had been injuriously affected by the tax, 
and on that ground the representatives of 
the miners in the House were bound to 
resist its re-imposition. Considering that 
miners had already suffered a reduction 
of 8} per cent. in their wages he thought 
that ought to have some effect upon the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
Government. The coal tax was an extra 
tax, and he hoped that next year it would 
be withdrawn altogether. 

(7.3.) Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 147; 
Noes, 249. (Division List No. 216.) 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 


AYES. 


Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 


| Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
| Carew, James Laurence 


Causton, Richard Knight 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, -. Cc. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
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Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

ismmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
french, Peter 

Fiynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
(silhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel lord 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

tiayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hlobhouse, C. E. H. ( Bristol, E.) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
tlorniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred KE. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyee, Michael 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George. David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Switt 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
irkwright, John Stanhope 
trnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
\rrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.GeraldW.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Barry, Sir Francis ‘lt. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Beresford, LordCharles William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

sutcher, John George 
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MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James IF. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 


Rea, Russell 
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‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
avendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
‘ayzer, Sir Charles William 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Jecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
hamberlain,J. Austen (Wore’r 
‘haplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
hapman, Edward 
harrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Perey <A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir John Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 
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Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R(N orthants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh’n,N 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth; 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.} 
Young, Samuel 
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Mr. Joseph 
Mr. Fenwick. 


Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir Fred Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William ; 
Foster, Sir Michael (Lond. Univ. 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(City of Lond. 
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Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-('T’rH’ mlets 
Gore,Hn G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
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Graham, Henry Robert 
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Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
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Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
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Maclver, David (Liv erpool) 
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Murray, RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
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Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, 1 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 

Renwick, George 

tidley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge) 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Aobinson, Brooke 

LR a" Sir John F. L. 
ound, James 


NG 


moved a 








Bill. 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
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Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord ( Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxt’d Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
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Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





*(7.18.) Mr. CHANNI 
new Clause to make the sugar duty leviable 
for one year only. He said the etfect would 
be that the sugar duty would have to come 
before the House annually in the form of 
a Resolution, The case he had today 
before the Committee was based on two 
points, the resultsof the duty tothose inter- 
ested in the sugar trade, and also on the 
situation which had arisen from the recent 
Convention dealing with the question of 
sugar bounties. This duty, which had 
brought in an enormous excess of revenue 


over the estimates, had imposed a very 
heavy burden on several industries, and 
especially the confectionery trade, and 
many subsidiary trades depending on the 
free use of sugar. The trade consumption 
was 400,000 tons, and the tax meant a sum 
of £1,650,000. It had led to a loss of wages 
to the extent of three-quarters of a million 
among those employed inthe confectionery 


trades. He was assured by those in- 
terested in sugar refineries that 20,000 


hands had lost their employment owing to 
thechangesimposed on the sugar industries 
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by this duty. He thought it was only 
reasonable that the House should have 
an opportunity of fairly reviewing and 
revising the tax annually before a Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. The right 
hon. Gentleman would say again that it 
was always possible to re-open the 
question each year, but he was well 
aware that the only really effective and 


satisfactory way of dealing with a tax | 


was by full discussion on the Resolution 
in Committee of Ways and Means which 
set the tax in operation. Then, on 
the second ground, there was grave 
apprehension. This country yearly 
imported sugar to the noun ) 
1,776,000 tons, of which only 250,000 
came from the colonies. In view of 
recent proposals for revolutionising our 
fiscal policy, those interested in this trade 
were filled with a very natural appre- 
hension on the suggestion that duties 
specially favouring the colonies should be 
imposed. It was elear that the arrange- 
ments contemplated under the Convention, 
whichever of several forms they might 
take, whether in the imposition of counter- 
vailing duties, or in other commercial re- 
strictions, would almost certainly result 
in restricting the free supply, and in 
greatly raising the price of sugar as 
the raw material used in a number 
of trades. It would not be in order 
to go into the question of sugar 
bounties at present further than to 
say that the possible restraints which 
might be sought to be enforced on the 
confectionery and sugar-refining industries, 
in consequence of the treaty, constituted 
a strong ground for the Motion he was 
now making. He begged to move. 


New Clause (Amendment of Section 
2 of the Finance Act, 1901), (Jr. 
Channing), brought up and read the first 
time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second time.” 


amount of | 
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| used, and that certain workers have been 
discharged. Of course the imposition 
| of a new tax must have to some extent 
that effect on industry. But this tax 
| was imposed a year ago, and the trade 
/has now settled down under the new 
conditions, and to make the tax an 
‘annual one would increase and renew 
| any disturbance that has hitherto taken 
‘place. I do not think that the hon. 
| Member could do a worse thing for the 
trade than to propose that this should 
be an annual tax. Then the hon. 
| Member referred to the Convention in 
| regard to sugar bounties having been 
signed at Brussels, and argued that 
certain alterations may be required in 
the sugar duty next year on account of 
the result of that Convention, but as that 
Convention will not take effect until 
September, 1903, it is not probable that 
any alterations will be made in the sugar 
duties before then on account of it, but 
if it should be necessary to make any 
alteration, of course the Government 
will have to propose whatever alteration 
'may be required. It would be out of 
order to discuss the Convention itself 
now. I can only say that the Govern- 
ment will place before Parliament a state- 
ment with regard to any action they 
propose to take. I fail to see the ground 
on which the hon. Member proposes this 
Clause except the general ground he took 
last year, that the sugar duty should be 
annual. On that subject 1 have said 
all I have to say. 


It being half past seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his report to the House. 


Committee report progress; to sit again 
| this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


FINANCE BILL. 


*(7.27.) Str M. HICKS BEACH : The | 


hon. Member will expect me to oppose | 


this new clause with reference to the 
sugar duty. He has given two reasons 
for making that which is now a perma- 
nent tax only an annual tax. The first 
reason is that the duty in his opinion 
disorganises trade in connection with the 
manufacture of articles in which sugar is 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Question again proposed. ‘That the 
Clause (Amendment of section two of 
‘the Finance Act, 1901) be read a second 
time.” 
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(9.0.) Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said 
he wished to press on the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer again the question of 
appointing a Scientific Committee to 
ascertain whether the computation on 
which the sugar duty was levied was a 
fair one or not. He would suggest that 
the right hon. Gentleman should call 
into consultation some analysts of 
eminence. He also wished to draw his 
attention to glucose used in the manu- 
facture of jam. Last year in dealing 
with this question, he pointed out that 
glucose was largely used in the manufac- 
ture of confectionery, and he urged that 
in order to preserve purity, the duties on 
sugar and glucose should be equalised. 
The duty on glucose was 2s., but that on 
sugar was 4s, 2d. What was happening 
now! (Glucose was being substituted for 
sugar. and the revenue was suffering. 
He knew of a case where 
cent. of glucose was used in the 
manufacture of marmalade. That was 
done, of course, to enable production of 
a cheap article, and he feared the 
practice would grow, so that presently 
jam, instead of consisting of 50 per 
cent. of sugar, and 50 per cent. of 
fruit, would be composed, 25 per cent. 
of sugar 25 per 


ig ina Ce 


98 per 


and 25 
with 50 per cent. of 
hon. Gentleman ought to look into 
this matter in his own interest. He 
would like to say a word or two on 
the sugar duty generally, especially as 
to the reason why it had not been felt. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
twitted some of them with what he 
called their doleful prophecies as to the 
probable effect of the sugar duty. It 
was true that the burden had not fallen 
on the consumer and that was due to 
the fact that the cireumstances which 
brought about the fall in the price of 
sugar were quite exceptional. For in 
Stance, the average carrying over trom 
one harvest to another was 500,000 tons, 
but this year the carrying over was esti- 
mated at 1,834,000 tons. Naturally that 
caused an enormous fall in the price of 


cent. of glucose, 
fruit. The right 


sugar. Inthe same way also during the 
last twelve years there had been great 
fluctuations, terrible slumps and great 


hooms in the value of mining shares, so in 
the case of sugar the prices had risen 
and fallen enormously, and as sure as the 
sun would rise the next morning, values 


{COMMONS} 
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would again goup. In 1888, the rise 
was from 12s. 2d. to 2&s., in 1892 from 
12s. 9d. to 18s. 9d., and in 1898 from 
8s. 6d.—the lowest point at which it 
ever stood—to 12s. 9d. But the Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer must not think 
that the present low price would be 
chronie, for a year or two hence, when 
the market got rid of the great glut, 
values would go up, and then the full 
effect of the duty would be felt by the 
consumer. 


128 


*Sirm M. HICKS BEACH said he 
gathered that the hon. Gentleman did 
not wish to make this an annual tix, 
because he admitted that the trade had 
settled down. and that any fresh dis- 
turbance would be injurious. He, there- 


fore, need not argue that point. He 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would 
believe that he was obliged to 


him for his attention to these matters 
in the interest of fair play to the 
trade, and also in the interest of the 
revenue. With regard to the last point, 
he entirely admitted that sugar was a 
fluctuating article, and that, in the 
future, prices might rise, with some 
addition in the cost to the consumer. 
He was rather glad to hear from the 
hon. Member the admission, not only 
that the price of sugar was low at the 
present time, but that it was likely to 
remain so for the next year or two. 
However that might be, his impression 
was that when the Convention which 
had been agreed to came into force. the 
effect would be to steady the 
of sugar, because the law of supply 
and demand would work under more 
normal conditions than at present. 
He could assure the hon. Member 
that he would carefully consider his 
suggestion that the system on which 


price 


the sugar duties were framed gave 
some unfair advantage to the re- 
: pe 

finers in this country. This matter 


cropped up at the Brussels Conference, 
but it was not then established that 
there was in reatity any unfair advan 
tage. His own impression was that 
there was no such advantage, and he 
had heard nothing from those who 
might be supposed to take this view 
with regard to the trade generally in 
support of the suggestion. He was not 
prepared at present to say whether any 
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such inquiry as the hon. Member had 
proposed would be right or not. It 
might be necessary in the course 
of the next twelve months. He 
was obliged to the hon. Member 
for calling his attention to the 
increased use of glucose, and he was 
not prepared to say that the duty 
upon it might not be varied at some 
future time so as to bring it into nearer 
relation with the duty on sugar. If 
there should be a Jarge substitution of 
glucose ior sugar in the manufacture 
of jam, the matter ought to be inquired 
into. He should like to impress upon 
the Committee, with regard to the pro- 
posal of the hon. Member for East North- 
amptonshire, that this should be an 
annual duty, that there was no reason, 
asfar as he could see, why the motion 
should not be applied to every kind of 
Customs duty. If they carried out the 
principle that every year every tax was 
to be brought up by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer for revision in the House 
of Commons, the business of Parliament 
would he impossible, and a position 
would be created which would be ab- 
solutely intolerable both to the House 
of Commons and to tke country. He 
hoped, theretore, the Committee would 
seriously consider what it was doing 
before assenting to the proposed new 
clause of the hon. Member opposite. 


Mr. JAMES R EID ( rreenock) believed 
that the imposition of the sugar duty 
had played an important part in bring- 
ing about the abrogation of the sugar 
bounties, and urged that they ought not 
to interfere now with legislation which 
was solemnly adopted by that House 
only twelve months They had 
better let well alone. The sugar refiners 
of the country must wait until September, 
1903, when the new Convention will 
come into No doubt there were 
huge stocks of sugar, but was not that 
all the better for the country ? Did it 
not tend to cheapen the food of the 
people? He hoped they would accept 
the advice of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and let the sugar duty have a 
fair trial. 


ago. 


lorce, 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER admitted that 
the sugar refiners—especially in Liverpool 
—had had serious difficulties to contend 
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with, but they were struggling gallantly 
to maintain their trade. The idea that 
the sugar tax should be brought up 
every year for consideration was absurd. 
The tax had been of immense value to 
the revenue, and he believed it was 
capable of being of still greater value in the 
time tocome. He preferred to trust the 
Chancellor of the Exchequerint his matter. 
It would be better that a little time 
should elapse before the whole question 
of the sugar duties should be revised ; 
but be hoped that the time would come 
when the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would be able to re-consider them with 
the object of helping the cultivation of 
beet in this country for the manufacture 
of sugar. He would remind the Com- 
mittee that no one in the House took a 
greater interest in this question than thé 
late Colonel Milward, and shortly before 
his death he published a most abie 
pamphlet on the possibility of beet being 
successfully grown in this country and in 


lreland. 


Mr. McKENNA 
question which the 
was discussing Was 
Amendment. 


asked whether the 
hon. Gentleman 
relevant to the 


* THe CHAIRMAN said he was waiting 
to hear how the hon. Gentleman could 
connect his speech with the question 
before the Committee. 


Mr. DAVID MACIV ERsaid he thought 
that the subject might safely be left in the 
hands of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
to be re-considered again at the proper 
time and in the proper manner, when 
the sugar duty might possibly be re- 
adjusted with a view to the encourage- 
ment of the growth of beet in this 
country. The hon. Member for Devon- 
port had been, he thought, a little too 
persistent on the rights of theconsumer. 
The rights of the producer ought also to 
be considered. He hoped the conten- 
tion of the hon. Member for Devon- 
port would not be sustained, but that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
iucrease the duties on sugar grown in 
foreign lands, and encourage the produc- 
tion of beet sugar in this country. 


Mr. FLYNN hoped the Government 
would take note of the fact that if the 
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Committee had been delayed in getting ; 
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on to the more important portions of 


the Bill it was their own supporters, who 
had made most eloquent speeches, who 


were responsible. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8 ) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick ; 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Herguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 


(Lanark) 


Foster, Sir Seong at Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Haidane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir hag 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rc. Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,.J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Denny, Colonel 





| 
| Noes, 118. 


AYES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hobheuse, C. E. H. (Bristol, KE. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Leamy, | Edmund 
Leese, SirJ oseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mar kham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 


NOES. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A 
Durning- Lawrence, 
Fellowes, 


. Akers- 
Sir Edwin 
Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald. Sir'Robert Penrose- 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, Philips. ( Warwick,S.W 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.Midd’x 
Harris, Frecerick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. Midd., Tottenham 
Kenyon-Slaney. Col. W.(Salop. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 





Bill. 
(9.33.) Question put. 
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Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Snith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
snith, H.C(Northmb. Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 





Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 


wol, Exchange) said the Clause he 
yw moved was meant to clear up 


: doubt which had arisen as to the 
interpretation of the 10th Section of 
the Finance Act of last year, and he had 
een asked to propose it by the Associa- 
tion of corn millers of Great Britain and 
Irland. He understood that the Chan- 
ellor of the Exchequer did not oppose 


New Clause— 


“Section 10 of the Finance Act, 1901, applies, 
though the goods have undergone a process 
ii manufacture or preparation, or have become 
apart or ingredient of other goods.”—(.V/,. 
Charles McArthur.) 


irought up and read a first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed 
‘That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


*sik M. HICKS BEACH said he cer- 
uinly understood that the object which 
the hon. Member desired to attain [was 
eured by the Bll of last year, but if 
there was any doubt in the matter he 
ad no objection to the Clause. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Clause added. 


Mr. HALDANE moved a new Clause 
standing on the Paper in the name of his 
ight hon. friend the Member for East 
Vodverhampton. It was a very reason- 
able one, and had the full approval of 
the Associated Law Society, which had 
great experience of these matters. 


New Clause— 

“The provision of Section 62 of the Stamp 
Act, 1891, limiting to 10s. the duty on con- 
veyances or transfers made for effectuating 
the appointment of a new trustee, shall apply 
toany deed for effectuating the retirement of 





Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,SirCharlesG. EK. (Notts. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


a trustee under Section 11 of the Trustee Act, 
1893, although no new trustee is appointed.” 
(Wr. Haldane.) 


brought up and read a first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed 


| « That the Clause be read a second 
| time.” 
| Tun ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 


Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) said 
| that the Government had no objection 
to the Clause. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Clause added. 


*(9,50.) Mr, HALDANE said that from 
that side of the House they had been 
endeavouring to get for the people free 
bread and free coal; he was now about 
to ask for free alcohol. The Clause 
he now moved naturally — presented 
a somewhat picturesque aspect, and, 
therefore, perhaps required a word or 
two of explanation. He might say that 
nobody need imagine that they would 
get free drinks if this Clause were passed. 
The myrmidons of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would take care of that. 
| There would also be no loss of revenue by 
the operation of the Clause, because the 
alcohol to which it applied was not, as the 
law stood, in use at all. Owing to 
the unenlightened policy of this country 
manufactures had been prevented trom 
coming into existence, and others had been 
starved out of existence, because it was 
impossible to get cheap alcohol, which 
was a very good solvent, and which was 
necessary for carrying out very inany 
manufacturing processes. ‘There was an 
unobtrusive but useful body called the 
Explosives Committee, which had been 
doing a good deal of useful work during 
the last three years. They had found 
themselves face to face with the necessity 
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of obtaining an adequate supply of nitro- 
cellulose for the purpose of bringing the 
powder used in our Navyand Army toper- 
fection, and of encouraging manufacturers 
to establish their factories in this country, 
and to make nitro-cellulose, which would 
be a source of revenue and employment 
to our people, and a national stand-by in 
the event of its being necessary to in- 
crease our supply of powder.” He had 
the authority of the Secretary of State 
to move the Clause on behalf of the 
Explosives Committee, and on their 
behalf he had had some consultation 
with the powers that be, and he was not 
without hope that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer might smile on the Clause, 
which represented the deliberations of 
the Explosives Committee. He might 
say at once that in all matters connected 
with science and real development in 
connection with the work of the Ex- 
plosives Committee, they had always 
found the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
most benevolent, and it was really a 
pleasure to ask him for money. Now 
when they came to him with a very 
modest request, not to take away 
revenue, but to add to the manufactures 
of the country, which, in themselves, 
would be good for revenue, he hoped 
that the right hon. Gentleman would be 
equally complacent. The purpose of the 
Explosives Committee was really to pro- 
cure pure nitro-cellulose, and to enable 
people in this country to manufacture 
it, thereby relieving this country of the 
necessity of importing it from Germany, 
from which it was imported without any 
aleohoi, and therefore paid ne duty. 
The difiiculty with which the Committee 
were face to face was that in the present 
state of the law the Inland Revenue 
authorities luid a very heavy duty on 
pure aleohol which rendered it prohibi- 
tive for the purposes of the ordinary 
manufacture, although they allowed the 
use of alcohol which had been rendered 
unpotable or undrinkable, and which, 
for that purpose, was mixed with spirits 
of wood containing a number of im- 
purities. ‘The Explosives Committee found 
that that did not merely concern them 
producers of explosives, but they 
found also that it touched six or seven 
other industries which might become 
great, and they, therefore, thought it 
right to goa little out of their way to 
Mr. Haldane. 


as 
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try and do what was best 
manufacturers’ interest, and to dy 
their provision in such a form as 
benefit the chemical industry general 
He should like to tell the Committee ¢} 
state of the law. In the manufaecty 
of knife handles, billiard balls, and tho 
beautiful combs which ladies sometimak 
wore, but which would not bear the proy 
imity of acandleor a match without digg 
trousconsequences, foreign nations hada! 
enormous advantage over this count 
owingto the necessity of using alcohol wit 
the impurities in it of which he 
spoken; and which rendered it jy 
possible to produce in this country knj 
handles, billiard balls, and combs of th 
brightness and whiteness which we 
necessary to enable them to comped 
with joreign goods. The advantage @ 
the foreigner was that he could ger pu 
aleohol cheap. Germany, which in a 
involving the application 
science to practical purposes, whether 
regarded education or manufacture wally, 
a generation ahead of this countrg 
saw that a long time ago, and the res 
was that Germany had taken a half 
dozen manufactures from 
considerable The 
would affect not only powder man 
facturers, but manufacturers of billia 
balls, night candles, combs, and 
things resembling ivory. 

also a number of other importa 
manutactures affected. There was thi 
enormous colour industry. The colouy 
used in this country were prepare 
from coal tar, and involved the tree u 
of alcohol in order to get their fu 
periection. As the result of the want 
facilities for the use of pure alcohol i 
this country, that industry had _pract 
cally shifted to Germany. According t 
figures recently given, eighty per cen 
of the colours used by the Bradfo 
dyers were imported from Germany, au 
that notwithstanding that aniline colou 
were the invention of a British invento 
and were prepared from British coal t 
exported to Germany for the purpose 
being manufactured, and then returne 
That was an indust 
which they might hope by the Amen 


matters 


us at a verg, 
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to this country. 


ment tohelpto re-establish inthis count, 
Then he came to another industry 
the manufacture of what was called th 
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stial oils, and the whole industry of 
wring perfumes and scents. That 
ded enormously on the use of free 
shol—he did not mean alcohol which 


indy could get, and do what they 


4 with, because the Amendment 
sided the most stringent control of 
Inland Revenue authorities with 
pence to Superintending the processes 
to seeing that no abuse occurred. 
yscent and perfume industry in this 
try was only half what it should be. 
kedrugs, especially what were called 
thetic remedies, composed of various 
Jknown products. Hon. Members 
jheard of antipyrine for headaches, 
jsulphonal for; sleeplessness, both 
hy occasionally the consequences of 
debates. Those valuable com- 
ities, of which doubtless hon. 
abers had practical knowledge, were 
wely produced in this country at all, 
ng tothe ain occasioned by the 
ing law. gain, all the chloral 
{in this onnnay had to be made 
ud, and as regarded chloroform the 
was more disastrous still. Chloroform 
id be produced in this country, 
use they had what was tantamount 
iProtective duty ; but they could not 
rt it. If it were exported to 
tralia it would cost 2s. 1d. per pound 
wt it down on the Australian shore ; 
beas the German manufacturer 
wi put it down at ls. ld. That was 
use people formerly did not under- 
jsuch things as they were understood 
wy,and it was the business of those 
had the interests of the country at 
xt to lose no opportunity of bringing 
forward in order that the necessary 
twes might be made. Again, the 
tists of the country engaged in 
stigating the secrets of nature were 
pred in their work by being unable 
yet the facilities they required for 
ise of pure aleohol. That hampered 
uch work in this country, with the 
lt that a great deal of the most 
able research work had to be carried 
abroad, where greater freedom was 
ved. These facts, he submitted, made 
a case for the relaxation of the 
ting Revenue law ; and if the proposed 
tiation were made, the conditions 
peed by the clause were so stringent 
‘prevent people from being given a 
bptation to drink, and it would be 
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practically impossible that there could 
be any abuse. Ifthe clause were carried, 
it would lead to a larger production of 
aleohol. That would help the sugar 
industry, would help the West Indies, 
and would act as a stimulus to various 
industries] in a manner not realised 
in this country, but which had been 
realised in Germany, Switzerland, and 
America. He hoped, also, it would be 
the beginning of a more enlightened 
educational policy, by restoringto this 
country a few industries it had lost, but 
which they ought not to lose sight of. 
He trusted the Clause would commend 
itself to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
whose views on the subject were of a 
very enlightened kind, ‘and they had 
endeavoured to frame it in such a fashion 
as would meet the objections of those 
who might regard with suspicion any 
attempt to increase the production of 
alcohol in this country. 


New Clause— 


(1) ** Where, in the ease of any art or manu- 
facture carried oa by any person in which the 
use of spirits is required, it shall be proved to 
the satisfaction of the Commissioners of Inland 
Kevenue that the use of methylated spirits is 
unsuitable or detrimental, they may, if they 
think fit, authorise that person to receive 
spirits without payment of duty, for use in the 
art or manufacture, upon giving security to 
their satisfaction that he will use the spirits in 
the art or manufacture and for no other pur- 
pose, and the spirits so used shall be exempt 
from duty. 

(2) “The authority shall enly be granted 
subject to a compliance with such rey ulations 
as the commissioners may require the ap plicant 
to observe for the security of the revenue, and 
upon condition that he will, to the oe isfaction 
of the Commissioners if so required by them, 
render the spirits unpotable before and during 
use, and will, from time to time, pay any ex- 
penses that may be ineurred in placing an 
officer in charge of his premises. 

(3) “ Lf any person so authorised shall not 
comply with any regulation Phage h he is 
required to observe, he shall, addition to 
any other fine or liability, se a line of £50.” 

—(Mr. Haldane.) 


brought up and read a first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) 
said he was very glad indeed that 
the Clause had been brought forward by 
the hon. and learned Member, who had 
such unique opportunities for studying 
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the question. He thought that it was 
highly desirable that the hon. and learned 
Gentleman should have taken up the 
question of free aleohol—he did not 
mean alcohol free to the public in any 
sense, but merely free in a technical 
sense. The hon. and learned Member, 
who had had great experience on the 
Explosives Committee, where he did such 
valuable service, placed the case of, many 
industries before the Committee. He 
would only mention one other to illustrate 
the point. The particular case he wished 
to mention was the manufacture of 
fulminate of mercury, which required 
assistance in the same way, and was 
used for the making of caps for explosives 
for the Army and Navy services. He 
believed theonly factory makingfulminate 
of mereury was situated in Scotland. In 
making it, it was necessary that nitric acid 
and other ingredients should be dissolved 
in aleohol. A heavy duty had to be paid 
on that alcohol, or else methylated spirit 
had to be used. That spirit consisted of 
90 per cent. of free alcohol and 10 per 
cent. of crude spirit. The latter cost 
4s. 10d. a gallon, whereas free alcohol 
cost only 1s. 10d. The 10 per cent. was 
not only useless in the process, but it was 
harmtul, because of its deleterious effect 
on nitric acid. The result was that the 
English manufacturer was put to an 
extra cost of something like 8d. or 9d. a 
gallon, whereas his German competitor 
was entitled to use the cheapest form of 
free alcohol without duty. After all, the 
supply of ammunition to the Army and 
Navyjwas a national industry ; but, owing 
to the advantage possessed by the foreign 
manufacturer, his imports had increased 
100 per cent. in eight years. That was 
an instance of one of those cases which, 
although they might appear small in 
themselves, made a vast difference to the 
commerce of the country. No possible 
loss could fall on the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer by accepting this Clause ; and 
no danger could possibly exist that under 
it alcohol would be used in any other 
than a legitimate manner. Manu- 
facturers were perfectly willing to have 
inspection, and, in their own interests, 
they would take care that the alcohol 
was not used in an improper manner. 
He thought it was not necessary to 
further urge the question so clearly put 
forward by the hon. and learned Member, 

Mr. 


Cochrane. 
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and he hoped the Chancellor of the Ey. 
chequer would see his way to take the 
step proposed in 
commerce of the country. 


(10.10.) Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, 
Prestwich) said he had in his constitueney 


two or three aniline dye manufacturers, 4! 
Lf 


the interests of the | 


a 


and he had often heard of the great digg. | 
bility under which they competed with Ger. | 
manandothermanutacturers. Hehadalgo | 


for many years been a very large buyer 


of aniline colours, and he could ¢or. | 


roborate the statement of his hon. and 
learned friend that 80 per cent. of the 
aniline dyes used in this country came 
from abroad; and there was no doubt 
that the cost of aleohol had an enormous 
influence in the production of these 
colours. If the aniline dye manv- 
facturers of this country could have 
cheap alcohol, they would certainly be 
able to compete with the foreigner, 
Millions of capital and thousands of 
workmen were employed abroad which 
ought to be employed in this country, 
The raw material was exported from 
this country and imported as dyes. It 
was owing tothe duty on alcohol, and 
also, perhaps, to bad patent laws, that 
they had lost many industries of great 
value; but if the law were altered in the 
direction indicated they would have a 
chance of getting them back again. 


*CoLONEL SADLER (Middlesborough) 
said that for many years he had _ been 
interested in manufactures in which the 
use of free alcohol, without duty, would 
have been of very great importance in- 
deed. He could quite see the difficulties 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
order that there should be no abuse. He 
remembered a very painful case within 
his own experience where alcohol used in 
a manufacture resulted in great detri- 
ment to the workmen employed. The 
applications of alcohol in manufacture 
were of a very diverse character and 
covered a great area of ground; and. 
speaking from his own experience, the 
lack of pure alcohol exercised a remark- 
able influence on the restriction of the 
trade in which he was interested. An 
hon. Member opposite spoke of the 
manufacture of aniline colours, of which 
he knew a great deal. There were 
colours now _ produced in 
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termany which were first of all pro- 
yeed in this country, but the manu- 
seture of which had to be transferred to 








})many owing to the high price of alco- 
]),. If cheap alcohol could be obtained in 


4is country Under suitable restrictions, 
was pertectly satisfied that a very im- 
«rtant development would take place 
many industries. As a solvent it was 
seof the best for certain specific purposes 
sany known solvent. Again,as regarded 
guthetical chemistry, English chemists 
yd not had the opportunity of develop- 
that science which they would have 
yd if pure aleohol could be obtained at 
slow price. As a motive power it had 
ugely come into use on the Continent. 
ie had never heard that anyone in this 
vutry had ever attempted to utilise it 
ir motors or engines, as he had seen it 
tilised in France. As power for a 
gotor car, it possessed very great ad- 
nntages. Alcohol had an agreeable 


nell, and if more of it were used in 
m engine than should have been 
wed, there was no_ objectionable 


urtially combusted material resulting 
omit. It had been mentioned that 
viumes were manufactured from 
ieohol, and he knew, of his own know- 
kige, of one perfume which was now 
nanufactured in France, but which was 
avented in this country, and could 


wt be manufactured here on a_ large 
ale simply beeause alcohol was 
yo expensive He appreciated the 
iificulties of the Chancellor of the 
ixehequer, but he felt that a very 


mat advantage would result to many 
adustries if alcohol could be ob- 
vined at a comparatively low price. 
lhere was one other point he should 
ike to mention, and that was that the 
‘ish point of alcohol was very much 
vler than in the case of any other spirit 
wed for motive power, and in that 
spect it commended itself to those who 
ld not desire a dangerous article. He 
woped, therefore, that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would accept the Clause. 


| 


*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Laun- 
ston) said after the convincing speeches 


ig the free use of aleohol as an 
ustrument of manufacture, he would 
lot have intervened, were it not that he 
wished to suggest to the Chancellor of 
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they had heard on the subject of allow- | 
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the Exchequer that, when he was about 
to take the step which would help to 
free important manufactures in England 
from restrictions which were thrown 
upon them, with the result that they 
were behindhand as compared with 
their continental rivals, he should do it 
thoroughly. If the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer realised what the hindrance in 
the way of pure alcohol coming into 
England was doing in the way of ousting 
trade from the country, he would 
suggest to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that in removing the restrictions 
on alcohol. he should also remove the 
restrictions on other most valuable agents 
used in manufacture, such as chloroform, 
sulphuric ether, and acetic ether. These 
were agents of great importance in many 
trades. Chemistry had become infinitely 
more complex since the days when the pre- 
sent statutes were framed. The form of the 
original statutes has rarely been revised, 
and the schedules, as far as the articles 
contained in them were concerned, re- 
mained to the present day unaltered. 
The result was that the chemical manu- 
facturer in England had one hand tied 
behind him when competing with his 
foreign rival. Reference had been made 
to coal tar products. A greater number 
of reactions occurred in the presence of 
alcohol than in any other way ; in fact, 
many of them could not occur at all 
without the presence of alcohol. That 
was not all. Strangely enough, out of 
such an unwholesome-looking article as 
coal tar, they had not only got certain 
drugs of great value, but they had almost 
got to such a pitch of knowledge that 
they could prophesy the existence of drugs 
of very special qualities which were to be 
obtained in a particular way from coal 
tar products. By putting on a heavy tax 
on pure alcohol, they had made it im- 
possible for the English manufacturer 
to manufacture pure drugs in this 
country. But it was not only alcohol 
that must thus be freed. Sulphuric 
ether and acetic ether had, in the 
hands of a skilful chemist, uses almost 
as numerous as alcohol, and should also 
be taken into consideration; and manu- 
facturers ought to be informed that they 
were to have the privilege of using pure 
agents at cost price which other nations 
possessed. He trusted that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, in accepting the clause, 
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would consult the very skilful chemists at | 


his command, in order to see whether, 
at the same time, burdens could not be 
taken off other agents of great value 
when used for the purposes of manu- 
facture. The principle of this taxation 
ought to be to tax aleohol as a luxury, and 
not when it was used for manufacturing 
purposes; and, in order that trade 
might be retained in this country, it 
ought to be admitted free from taxation. 
That was the general principle, and he 
felt sure that the logical mind of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
carry it further so as to include other 
re-agents. The articles he had men- 
tioned would not entail any heavy 


free other re-agents besides alcohol when 
intended to be used asa means of manu- 
facture. 


*(10.30.) Sim M. HICKS BEACH: I 
think the Committee will agree with 
me that this debate has been one of 
unusual interest. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman who initiated it has done 
admirable service, as a member of the 
Explosives Committee, to the whole 
country, and I do not think that the 
least of the services rendered by the 
hon. and learned Gentleman has been 
the manner in which he has brought 
this matter forward this evening. | 
feel very much the responsibility of my 
position as Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in this matter. Nothing could be worse, 
to my mind, than that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer of the day should, in 
the idea of favouring or improving trade 
in this country, give opportunities for the 
use of alcohol in such a way as would 
increase drunkenness 
I do not speak of the revenue alone, 
although that is a matter of great 
importance ; but, I must confess, 1 was 
struck by a sentence which fell from 
my hon. ‘friend the Member for Middles- 


borough, in which he spoke of a 
ease in which the use of alcohol 
without payment of duty had _ been 
by no means conducive to the bene- 


fit of the persons employed in a_fac- 

tory. However that may be, I have 

carefully investigated the probable effect 

of the clause proposed by the hon. 

Gentleman opposite, and I think it is 

a clause to which I may safely and 
Mr. Moulton. 


| passed, 
|the progress of our industries 
sacrifice on the revenue, but would set 


in the country. | 
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properly assent. I do not wish now 
to enter into the further matter very 
properly brought before the Committee 
by so high an authority as the hon. Mem- 
ber for Launceston, but I will see if jt js 
possible to extendthe clause in the manner 
suggested. This may require a longer time 
for consideration than will elapse before 
the Report stage, and I will not di ‘finitely 


_ promise that anything shall be done in 
| the present session. 


But [ am sure the 
Committee will feel that the law on this 
subject is somewhat antiquated, that 
chemistry, and science generally, have 
made enormous strides since it was 
and that it may well be that 
may be 
hindered and their development pre. 
vented by the present restrictions in a 
manner never anticipated by those who 
framed them, and which the Govern- 
ment will be bound to examine into 
with a view to a remedy. In the 
meantime, I have great pleasure in 
agreeing to the clause. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) said 
that, on behalf of the temperance party, 
he did not see any serious objection to 
the general principle involved in the 
Amendment which was moved in = 
statesmanlike and picturesyue speech by 
his hon. and learned friend. But he was 
rather disappointed at the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer accepting the proposal 
without going further in the way of 
precautions and safeguards, which would 
undoubtedly be necessary if the clause 
were to be admitted into the present Bill. 
He thought it would be very much wiser, 
and quite as effectual in the long run, if, 
instead of accepting the Amendment, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had promised 
to bring ina short Bill dealing with the 
matter comprehensively, which could be 
sent to the Grand Committee on Trade, 
and experts sent with it, and the whole 
matter threshed out. He saw _ several 
dangers in the acceptance of the Amend- 
ment, regarding which he thought they 
ought to have had some more information. 
It had been [suggested that scents and 
perfumery should be allowed to contain 
alcohol duty free. There was, 
no doubt whatever that there was a 
distinct line of drunkenness in_ this 
country which proceeded directly from 
scents and perfumery. In India it had 


however, 
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reached such a stage that the Govern- 
ment had to largely increase the duty on 
scents and perfumery in order to restrict 
their use. A line of drunkenness, which 
was one of the most serious problems 
with which temperance reformers had to 
deal, and which, speaking from a wide 
knowledge of inebriate homes, he could 
say was very prevalent amongst women, 
was chloral drunkenness, which was well 
known toevery medical man. ‘Then there 
was a distinct line, especially in Lreland, 
of ether drunkenness as well. He himself 
had come across many most pitiable cases, 
especially among women, and it was one 
of the most difficult forms of intoxication 
with which temperance reformers had to 
deal. They had been told with regard to 
paints and colours that the form of alcohol 
now admitted free was not satisfactory, 
but it was impossible to touch all these 

on an Amendment to the 
Finance Bill. It would have been very 
much better if, instead of accepting the 
Amendment, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chejuer had promised bring ina Bill 
which could be properly looked into. 
For his own part he trusted that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would take 
very wise and careful precautions to 
prevent the improper use of alcohol in 
the interests of the revenue as well as of 
the sobriety of the country; and he 
hoped that when the Committee agreed 
to assent to a proposition of such a far- 
reaching kind, they would realise their 
responsibilities. 


questions 


*Ssizk M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
think the hon. Member has read _ this 
Clause carefully. The object of the Clause, 
as | understand the position, is that in 
certain manufactures the obligation to use 
taethylated spirit really does prevent 
proper development. Does the hon. 
Gentleman admit that ? 


Mr. CAINE: Quite. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : That being 
so, the second paragraph of the Clause 
provides that— 


“The authority shall only be granted subject 
toa compliance with such regulations as the 
Commissioners may require the ap plie ant to 
observe for the security of the revenue, and 
upon condition that he will, to the satisfaction 
of the Commissioners if so required by them, 
render the spirits unpotable before and during 
use, 
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[ am bound to say that I think the 
Clause as it stands gives full authority to 
the Inland Revenue to take all necessary 
precautions to prevent abuse. I will, 
moreover, undertake that the Commis- 
sioners of Inland Revenue will work this 
clause in a very tentative manner, so 
as to secure that proper experience 0! 
its working shall be acquired before any 
abuse can possibly occur. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he was inclined to think 
that the apprehension of his hon. friend 
was exaggerated. As tohis hon. friend’s 
allusion to ether drinking in Ireland, 
that practice did prevail to an alarming 
extent in the ultra-loyal part of Ulster, 
though whether there was any necessary 
connection between the locality and the 
practice he could not say. His hon. 
friend the Member tor East Cavan was 
a manutacturer of excellent whisky, _ 
sale of which was no doubt rather inte 
fered with by the indulgence in pens 
form of alcohol. He had heard of two 
theories to explain the consumption of 
ether in Ulster. One was that 
eminent teetotalers, like his hon. friend, 
put so many restrictions on the sale of 
whisky that the unfortunate people 
were driven toresort to some other form 
of alcohol. The other reason was that 
drunkenness produced by ether was 


some 


cheaper, and could be more frequently 
repeated, than drunkenness resulting 
from whisky. He could, however, 


inform his hon. friend that drunkenness 
had largely diminished in Ireland. His 
hon. friend did not quite appear to 
appreciate the vast importance of the 
question from a manufacturing point of 
view. The hon. Member for Middles- 
brough referred to the use of alcohol 
as a motive power in France. France 
was ahead of this country in many 
respects, and the French had solved the 
problem of constructing motor cars to 
be driven by alcohol, and some of the 
best motor cars were now driven in that 
way. Then, again, aleohol was also used 
in/France as an illuminant. He read of 
a case recently in which the electric light 
supply in a large shop failed at twelve 
o'clock, but at six o’clock in the evening 
the shopwas perfectly lighted with alcohol 
lamps. It would be impossible at present 
Q 
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to utilise aleohol for that purpose in Eng- | 
land, owing to the difficulties which | 
surrounded its use. He believed that 
some of the best spirit, other than for | 
drinking purposes, could be produced 
from potatoes. Anything that touched 
potatoes touched Ireland, and, therefore, | 
he would support the Amendment, because | 
it would be a great relief to agriculturists 
if potatoes could be used for producing 
alcohol to be employed in the manufac- | 
tures of the country. He was glad the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had accepted 
the Amendment of the hon. and learned 
Member, whose services had not received | 
more than their due recognition. | 

| 


*Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 5.) | 
said there was one question which closely | 
concerned his constituents, and that was | 
whether it would be possible, under the 
Clause, to introduce into this country on 
more favourable conditions the form of | 
solidified alcohol known as spiritine. He | 
was told that spiritine had a very large 
popular use in Germany for certain 
domestic purposes, but that it could not 
be used in this country owing to the high 
duty imposed on it. The point was one 
of considerable interest to many manu- 
facturers in his division, who were pre- 
pared to put upon the market the 
appliances for using spiritine. With | 
reference to the use of aleohol for motor 
cars, the hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division overlooked the fact that alcohol 


was cheaper in France than petrol, owing | 


to the heavy tax upon the latter, although 
the contrary was the case in England. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not like 
to answer the question of the hon. Member 
offhand, but I confess I do not wish at 
present to agree to any extension of the 
Clause. 


*Mr. MOULTON said that, if he mis- 
took not, spiritine was a mixture of 
alcohol with a little resin and a certain 
amount of soap, and was used largely, he 
believed, for the purpose of heating 
curling tongs. No doubt it was also 
used for other purposes, but if there 
was anything in which a little methylated 
spirit would do no harm it was spiritine, 
as it would not make any difference to 
its inflammability. With regard to the 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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fears of his hon. friend the Member for 
the Camborne Division that the operation 
of the Clause might lead to abuse, he 
should like to point out that in almost 
all the uses of alcohol in manufacture, 
so soon as it was added to the vat it 
was just as unpotable as if methylated 
spirit had been added to it, and, therefore, 
so soon as it came into actual use all 
danger that it might be abused would 
disappear. 


(10.45.) Mr.; HALDANE also assured 
his hon. friend that he need be under no 


|anxiety. In Germany, where chemistry 
was carried to a very high state of per- 
| fection, they used acids and other chemi- 


cal compounds in particular industries, 
which, while they did no damage to the 
alcohol, rendered it absolutely unpotable. 


Mr. CAINE said he had no intention 
of opposing the Amendment. All he 
desired to do was to satisfy himself that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
advocates of the scheme were aware of 
the danger which really existed. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Clause read a second time. 


On the Question, “ That the Clause be 
added to the Bill”: 


Mr. M‘KENNA moved to omit the 
words, “ and upon condition that he will, 
to the satisfaction of the Commissioners, if 
so required by them, render the spirits 
unpotable before and during use.” In 
the first two lines of the sub-clause the 
Commissioners were given full power to re- 
quire the applicant to do anything neces 
sary for the security of the revenue. 
That was a general power. Immediately 
after the general power the Commissioners 
were given this limited power. He had 
always understood that where a general 
power was given, and then subsequently 
a limited power of the same sort, the 
limited power confined the operation of 
the general power, and he should say that 
under the two powers as they now stood 
the authority of the Commissioners was 
limited instead of increased by thewords of 
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wrong in that contention, and if it was 
possible for the Commissioners to render 
the alcohol unpotable in every case 
without detriment to its quality for 
manufacturing purposes, then he 
thought the condition should be made 


upon condition that he will, to the satisfaction 
ff the Commissioners, if so required by them, 
render the spirits unpotable before and during 
use.” (Mr. M' Kenna. ) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed new Clause. 


Mr. HALDANE thought it desirable 
that the words should be _ retained, 
because they called the attention of 
the Commissioners to the desirability 
in every case in which it was possible 
atrendering the stuff absolutely unpot- 
le. But there were cases in which 
the aleohol used could not be rendered 
wpotable, but it disappeared out of the 
finished product, or changed its nature 
» that it could not be extracted and 
sed for drinking purposes. Those 
were the cases in which the Commis- 
aoners were to have this discretionary 
pwer. Before the Explosives Com- 
uttee it had been stated that nitro- 
vllulose, which was the basis of cordite. 
ould not be prepared in its finest 
ualities, except with absolutely pure 
cohol, but it was prepared in Germany 
inder conditions which ensured that no 
cohol should remain in the finished 
weduet, and prevented the workmen 
xtting at the stuff in the course of 
uanufacture. These were cases which 
uight well occur in this country, and 
twas desirable that a free hand should 
* leit to the Inland Revenue author- 
ties to deal with them. He had no 
bubt that the permission would be 
gunted most sparingly, and only under 
he most stringent control. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause added. 
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absolute. As a matter of form, he! 
moved to omit the words. 

Amendment proposed— 

New Clause, line 11, to omit the words ‘‘ and 
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Schedule 1-— 


(10.55.) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) moved to omit ‘‘ wheat.” 
There were many on that side of the 
House who regarded this particular part 
of the Bill as the very worst feature 
in it, and he looked upon the word, of 
which he now moved the omission, as the 
blackest spot in the entire Budget. The 
question was of immense importance, 
because it practically revolutionised the 
whole fiscal policy of the country. 
There was a distinction between wheat 
and the other articles to which the 
Schedule referred, inasmuch as wheat 
was an article of human consumption, 
whilst other articles were used only 
for animal consumption, and those who 
would have to pay the duty on the 
latter were much better able to afford 
it than many of those who would have 
to pay the tax on wheat. In the case 
of bread, the duty fell with altogether 
disproportionate severity upon the poorer 
class, because their diet was far more 
largely composed of bread than any- 
thing else. The tax had been called a 
graduated tax, but it was graduated in 
exactly the wrong direction, because 
the rich would pay the least, and the 
poor the most. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in defending this portion 
of the tax, had declared that every 
person who could maintain himself was 
bound to contribute towards the expen- 


diture of the State. Every Member of 
the House would agree with that 
| proposition. But, asa matter of fact, 


| ability 


did not such persons already contribute 


very largely indeed in proportion to 
their means! The Customs and Excise 
duties amounted to £62,593,000, an 


enormous proportion of which was paid 
by the working classes. The rich man 
could not drink twice as much tea, beer, 
or whiskey, or consume twice as much 
tobacco, as the working man. ‘The 
consumption of these articles, upon 
which the Customs and Excise duties 
were levied, depended upon the physical 
of the individual to consume 
rather than upon his ability to pay, so 
that the poor man paid practically the 
same as the rich man upon such articles. 
The canon of the Chancellor of the 
Q 2 
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Exchequer was, therefore, fully met, 
because at the present time the working 
in proportion to their means, 
contributed not only their full share but 
more than their full share of the taxa 


classes, 


tion of the country. The Opposition 
k I 

had been twitted with having no 

alternatives to offer. In this ease no 


alternative was needed. The right hon. 
Gentleman was relieved of the pressure 
which until recently had weighed upon 
him, and there was no reason whatever 
why he should make such an enormous 
change in the fiseal policy of the country 
as was involved in the imposition of a 


tax of this character. Taxes ot tha 


kind should be left to the ve ry last 
extremity, and should be admitted only, 
say, When the country was threatened 
by a great combination of Powers, and 


it was necessary to make every possible 
effort to repel the invader at all cost. 
But there such and, 
moreover, an amount of money had | 
borrowed which was not actually required 
for the expenditure of the year, and yet 
the tax was maintained. Several alter- 
natives had been suggested, such as an 
additional penny on the income tax— 


was ho 


press ure, 


eel 


*Tne CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is not entitled to re- 
open the whole question of the tax. The 
Committee has decided that there is to 
be a tax on grain; the only question ts 
as to what grain. The hon Member 
must find arguments to show that wheat 


ought not to be included amongst the 
grain. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS contended that 


as Wheat was the only component of bread, 
which was the chief food of the working 
classes, further taxation ought to have been 
imposed on luxuries rather than on wheat. 
The natural effect of an increase in the 
price of bread would be, in many cases, 
to drive families to seek outdoor or in- 
door relief, and, by that means, to in- 
the load of the already over 
burdened taxpayer. He regretted that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in im- 
posing this tax on wheat, had given away 
the very citadel of our great Free Trade 
policy. He had always regarded the 
right hon. Gentleman as the champion of 
Free Trade, and he could not help pro- 
testing when he saw him handing over 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 
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the keys of the citadel to the enemy, 
The Chancellor had been regarded as the 
bulwark against these economic heresies, 
and now that that bulwark had gone, the 
ship of State was in much worse case, 


He trusted the Committee would see the 


advisability, if not at present, at some 
future time. of repealing the tax on 
wheat—a tax which he felt convinced 
would result in impairing the physical 
vitality of the population, especially in 
the larger towns, lower the stamina of 


the 
nomic disaster, if pursued to its 


conclusion. 


nation, and bring nothing but 
ae 
logical 


eco 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5. line 5. to leave out the 
Wheat.2”?—(.Wir. Herbert Lewis ) 


Question proposed—* Thi the wor 
‘Wheat’ stand part of the Schedule.” 


*Sim M. HICKS 
hon. Member would 


wanting m 


BEACH hoped the 
not ¢ 1] hi 


courtesv if he declined 


follow him into arguments which the 
Committee had tieard over and. over 
again, and to which he had given the best 
answers in his power. He would no 
occupy the time of the Committee by 


repeating those answers, for the siupl 
that the Committee had already 
decided that there should be a duty on 
grain, and the only question was what 
lf that meant anything at all i 
meant a tax He, thereiore, 
could not accept the Amendment. 


reason 


erail. 


1 
on Wheat, 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON was glad th 
Amendment had been moved, and he 
hoped that on each of the different 
articles they would have a short discus 
sion and take a division, because the 
proposal to impose this tax was by far 
the most retrograde fiscal step whieh 
had been taken in the last fifty years. 
Though they accepted to the fullest ex 
tent the words of the Chancellor of the} 
Exchequer, they were not content that 
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this tax was introduced only tor revenug 
purposes. In regard to flour, differentia 
treatment had already been brought 
He looked upon this retrograde step wit! 
that he should vot 
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against each article as it came up in the 
Schedule, and he hoped all on that side 
would do the same. 


(11.10.) Mr. M‘'KENNA ‘said that 
he entirely agreed with what had 
fallen from the hon. Member for 


Poplar in regard to these Amendments. 
He was quite aware that the same argu- 
ments applied to most of the Amend- 
ments to this Clause but he thought that 
they ought, as a protest against this tax 
upon food, to divide the House upon this 
Amendment and so far as the other 
Amendments which stood in his name 
were concerned he should insist upon a 
division on each of them. 


*Mr. NORMAN said that before 
this debate was concluded he desired to 
call attention to certain arguments by 
which this tax had been defended. In 
reply to his right hon. friend the Member 
for Kast Wolverhampton the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House had 
stated that a tax upon wheat would not 


He 


ultimately fall upon the consumer. 
said— 


“The idea that this tax must fall upon the 
consumer [ean assure the hon. Gentleman is 
an economic heresy of the grossest character, 
and he really ought to brush up his political 
economy which at one time was all that could 
he desired.” 


Mr. Mill was a well-known authority 
upon political economy and he says— 

*“\ tax on any one commodity, whether 
laid on its production, its importation, its 
carriage from place to place, or its sale, and 
whether the tax be a fixed sum of money for 
a given quantity of the commodity, or an ad 
ralovem duty, wil as a general rule, raise the 
value and price of the commodity by at least 
the amount of the tax. 


Further on Mr. Mill says— 


‘* In these several modes, taxes on commodities 
often cost to the consumer, through the in- 
creased price of the article, much more than they 
bring into the Treasury of the State. 

‘Such taxes bring into the public 
Treasury, compared with what they take from 
the consumers, than any other imports to which 
civilised nations are usually subject.” 


less 


The right hon. Gentleman might say 
that Mr. Mill was rather an old fashioned 
authority, and he had therefore provided 
himself with one or two more modern 


authorities and one of them was Professor 
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Nicholson, who said in the Encyclopedia 
Britannica : 

‘When production taxes take place under 
free competition the tax will, owing to the 
tendency of profits to equality, be transferred 
to the consumer.” 

There was a_ still more modern 
authority in Mr. Elliott, the Secretary 
to the Board of Agriculture, who in the 
Dictionary of Political Economy stated 
that— 

**Tt is usually considered that the burden 

of Customs’ duties will fall eventually upon the 
consumers, 
He ventured to suggest that the right 
hon. Gentleman should brush up _ his 
own political economy. In his Budget 
speech the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said he was certain that the price of 
bread would not rise in consequence of 
this tax; vet on the other hand he said 
that the basis of taxation was to be 
broadened by taxing articles of universal 
consumption. It was only fair that the 
right hon. Gentleman should tell the 
Committee upon which foot in this 
matter he had elected to stand. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had see-sawed in 
their arguments on this point, but the 
hon. Member for Oldham—— 


*THue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member seems to have for- 
gotten that the Committee have de- 
cided by passing the first clause that 
the tax shall be imposed upon grain. 
The only question now is whether 
wheat is to be excluded, and the hon. 
Member is not entitled to go back upon 
the decision of the Committee. 


*Mr. NORMAN said that he was 
endeavouring to answer the arguments 
of hon. Gentlemen in favour of taxing 
wheat. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
the hon. Member is entitled to go back 
and answer speeches which were de- 
livered upon a former occasion. 


Mr. NORMAN said he thought he 
should be in order in endeavouring to 
show that wheat should not be taxed, 
but he would bow to the Chairman’s 
ruling and leave that branch of the 
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subject. 


to fan the thames 


For his own part, he 
that in view of 


and 


poor, 
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Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
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Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
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Coghill, Douglas Harry 
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Colom), Sir. JohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Saville 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, TR. (T’rH mlets.S8.Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby. John Kk. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. Akers- 


Mr. Norinan. 


Jesse 


Cross, 


In conclusion, he would like 
to quote another sentence used by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who said 
that doubtless attempts would be made 
of popular prejudice 
against taxing the bread of the people. 
desired to add 
this 
wheat casting burdens upon the very 
remembering that now 
door to Protection, which they thought 





{COMMONS} 


right hon. 


tax upon 


the 





Noes, 122 


AYES. 


Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Faber, Edmund B, (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes,Hon Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ (Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower. _E rnest 
Forster, Henry William 


Foster,PhilipS. (Warwick, SW. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
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Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x. 
Hamilton, Marqof( L’ndsnderry 
Hanbury, RtHon. Robert Wim. 
Harris, Freirick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse. Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John( Kent. Faversh’m 
Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenbam) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
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had been closed for ever wasagain being 
opened ; and in spite of the gibes of the 
Gentleman about their ignor- 
ance of political economy, he proposed 
to fan these flames Just as long and as 
hard as he could. 


(11.23.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 200: 
Division List No. 


218. 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee-, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Lege, Col. Hon Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S, 
Llewellyn, Evan . 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. 

Loder, Gerald W — E nite 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter Bristol.$) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Maedona, John Camming 
Maclver, David Liverpool) 
Maconoe hie. A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col.J. (Antrim,E.} 
M‘Killop, J: “on (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, WJ H (Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,J no. Throgmorton 
Molesworth. Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamst’w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A.( Depttord 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ehenezer 
Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretym: un, Ernest George 
Pryce -Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, Jobn S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 





| Renwick, George ; 
Ridley, Hon.M. W.(Stalybridg ¢ 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Kopner, Colonel Robert 

Round, James 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertiord, East) 
smith, HC(Nortl’inb. Tyneside 
stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart.Sir MarkJ.M°Taggart 
stirline- Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Allen.CharlesP.(Glouce. Stroud 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, KE. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas Derbyshire 
Beaumont, Wentwo:th t2. B. 
Boland, John 

Bowles, T. Gibson (ting’s Lynn 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Butcher, Jolin George 

Caine, Willian Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Jolin (Armagh, 5.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craiy, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 


Duncan, J. Hastings 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evaus.Samuel'l. (Glanmorgan) 
Fenwiek, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Firench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gihooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 


(11.35.) Mr. CHANNING moved to} 
omit “Barley” trom the Schedule 
said he did so mainly in the interests of | 
the stock farmers of the country. Those 
who were familiar with ‘the difficulties 
which were experienced by agriculturists 
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Stock, James Henry 

Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt Hn.JG.(Oxfd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 





Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


Hayne, RtHn. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse. C. E. H. (Bristol, E. ) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick George 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnairvonsbire) 
Joyee, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

| Law,Hugh Alex. (1 Jonegal, W.) 
| Leamy, Edmund 

| Leese, SirJoseph F.(Acerington 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 

| Leng, Sir John 

| Levy, Maurice 

| Lough, Thomas 

| Lundon, W. 

| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVesgh, Jeremiah 

| M‘Arthur’ William (Corawall) 
| M‘Cann, James 

| M'Crae, George 

| M‘Hagh, Patrick A. 

| M‘kKean, John 

M‘Kenns, Reginald 





! 

| 

| M‘Killop W. (Sligo, North) 

| M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 

| Manstield, Horace Rendall 

| Markham, Archur Basil 

| Mooney, John .J. 

| Morgan,J Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
| Morley, Charies (Breconshire) 
| Murphy, Jobn 

Nanuetti, Joseph P. 

| Nolav,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
| Nolan, Ji seph (Louth, South) 
| O Brien, Kendal(Tipp rary Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick (hilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 


He ! 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R. ) 
Wilson, John (Glaszow) 
Wilson-Tod:}, Wim. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn E. R.( Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Kt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O' Kelly,James (Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

’Shee, James John 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Jolin (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn.CR.( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 5. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, DrEC(Monaglhin,N 
Toulmin, George 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White. Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Jolin (Durham, Mid. ) 
Young, Samuel 


FOR THE NOES— 
and 


TELLERS 
Mr. Herbert Lewis 
Mr. Norman. 


duringthe latter period of thegreat depres- 
sion which had occurred, in the last ten or 
twelve years, knew that nothing helped 
‘the stock farmers so much as the low 
| price of foreign barley. 
| this view the hon. Member quoted the 


In support of 
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Finance 


Commission by Mr. James Stratton, one 
of the ablest and most successful of the 


stock farmers in the country, who 
had in the worst times farmed more | 
than 5000 acres in the South of 
England with a_ large expital. He 


stated to the Commission that the best 
policy for the farmer was to sell off 
his own crops, and to buy feeding stuffs | 


from abroad, so that he might get a | 
workable profit on his farm. In 

perhaps the worst vears of the serics the | 
stock and dairy farmers had been ableto | 


buy Russian bar « y at four 
ton, and thus tid the 
He thought it was pertinent to show to | 
the Committee that serious injury would 


guineas the 
over 


bad times. aig 


‘COMMONS: 


evidence given before the Agricultural | imported from abroad. 
of foreign barley 
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Certain kinds 
were also of extreme 


value to brewers for producing light and 


fine qualities of beer. 


grounds, 


amount of argument could be 


for 
tux, 


he 


On 
thought a 


both those 
considerable 
advanced 


the exclusion oi bailey from the 
He begged to move 
Amendment proposed. 
5, line 6, to leave out the word 


‘In 


‘ Bar ley.’ ” 


Barley 


page 


(11.58.) Question put. 
‘stand part of the Schedule.” 


Mr. Channing. ) 


* That the word 


be done to tle British Agriculturist by! The Committee divided :—Ayes, 210: 

the imposition of the tax on corn Noes. 118. (Division List Ne. 219.) 
AYES. 

Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir. A.F. | Cranborne, Viscount | Grenville, Hon. Ronald 

Senew, Sir Andrew Noel Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) Groves, James Grimble 

Arkwricht, Jolin Stanhope Crossley, Sir Savile | Gunter, Sir Robert 

Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. | Dalkeith, Earl of Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

\rrol, Sir William | Dalrymple, Sir Charles Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Atkinson, Rt. Hen ohn ; Davenport, William Bromley- | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


Bagot, Capt. Jos line FitzRoy | Deny, Colonel 


Hmlets,S.G. 
Robert Edmond 
John P. | 
Joha Kk. D. Wingtfield-; | 


Sir 


John Edward 


Akers- 


Balearres. Lord Dewar, T. R.(T’r 

Balfour. Rt. Hn. J.(Mane’r) | Diekinson, 

Balfour, Png C. bb. (Hornsey) | Diekson-Poynder, 

Balfour, lin. G. W.(Leeds) | Digby. 

Balfour, Ken th R. (Chrisech.) | Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Banbury . Frederick (reorge | Dorineton. gy 

Beach, Rt . Hn. Sir “4 ie l Hicks | Dous elas, I . Hon. A. 
Bhowna veree, Sir M. M. | Dried’ fiir Wriltiein Thecdione 
Dig noid, Arthur Duke, Henry Edward 
Bieweod, James Durning Lawrence, 


Faber, 
Faber, ¢ 


Fellow es, 


Blundeli. 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Kt. Hon. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Dutcher, -lolin George 
Carson. Rt. Hon. Sir Rdw. H. 


Colonel Henry 
reorge 
Hon. 


usson, Rt 


Sir 
Fer 
Fineh, 

Finlay, 








Edmund | 


Bannatyne 


Sir 


Edwin |! 
(Hants, W. 
Denison (York) 
Ailwyn Edw. 
.Hn. Sir J.( Man. | 
Creorge H. 
Sir Robt. 


| Hudson, 
Jackson, Rt. 
Johnstone, 


) 


Cavendish, 8 a (N. Lanes.) Firhank, Joseph Thomas 
Cavendi-h, \. -W. Derbysh. | Fisher, William Hayes 

Cay wee, Su Chi arles Witla Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Ceci . Evelyn (Aston Maner) Flower, Ernest 

Cec Lord Hugh Greenwich) | Forster, Henry William 
Cham erlain, Rt. Ha.t.(Birm. | Foster, P. S. (Warwick, 8. W.) 
Chamberlain. J. Aust.(Worer) | Galloway, William Johnson 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Ciodson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Chapman, Eo ward | Gordon, Hn. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Charrington, Spencer | Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH mile. 
Clive, Captain Perey A. Gore, Hn.G.RC.Ormsby-(Salop | 
Cochrane, Hu. Thos, H. A. E. | Gore, Hn.S. F. Ormshy- (Line. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Colomb, Sir Jno. Chas. Ready | Green, Walford, D. (Wednesy 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Greene, Henry D. (Shrews!/y) 
Compton, Lord Alwyne } Greene, W. Raymond(Cambs. ) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Grenfell, William Henry 


Cox, Irwin Edw. Gretton, John 


M r. 


Buinbridge | 


( ‘hunning. 


Houston, 
| Howard, 


Hamilton, Rt Hn. LdG. (Middx 


Hamilton, Marg. of Lond derry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alired S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 


Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F. (Shetlield, | 
Hoult, Joseph 
Robert Pat 
Jno. (Nent, Paversh.) 
Howard,.J. | Midd. , Tottenham 
(reorge Bickersteth) 
Hn. Win. Lawies 
Heywood (Sussex) 
iKenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Limbton, Hon. Freder'k Wm 
Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Law rence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Le euge, ( ‘ol. Hon. Heneage 

Le ™ Bennett, He nry Currie 
on-Gower, Fred’k N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Wal’r (Bris'15.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


pri side) 


arson 


“pa 


| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestott 
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Einaice 


Lucas. Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
Macdona, John ¢ es ’ 
Mac! . Davi 1 


vol) 














Morgan. Hin. Fred. Monn ths 
Mo 1. George Herbert 
Morrison. dames Archibald 

M n, Arthur H, A. (Dept. 


Cork, N.E.) 








Al , ws. Fr. tloue. Stroud 
\therley-Jones, L. 

Barry, b. (Cork, 8.) 
Beanmont, Wentworth, C.B. 
B Jolin 

Bowles, T. Gibson(King’sT-ynn 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 


Brauner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buxton. Sydney Charles 
Caine, Wilbam Sproston 
aldwell, James 

John (Armagh, S.) 
sunMerman, Sir H. 
ichard Knight 
iwley, Frederick 

ou mn, De nis d. 


( 
Campbell, 
{ unpbell 
Causton, | 
( 

( 


Condon. Thomas Joseph 
. Robert Huiter 
suwene 
William 

— 

P. C 


Craig 





Crean, | 
Delany, 
Lillon, 
Doovan, 
Doulas, ; ie M. 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Lminott, Alfred 
smonde, Sir Thomas 

Svans, Sir Fran. H.(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
french, Peter 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griflith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. 


(Lanark) 





Leicester 


1902 


Riclvd 


S11 JuNE 


.-Col. 





Pilkington. Lie 
VPiuniner, 








Pretyinan, we 
Pryce-Jones Sdward 
Pu irvis, tohert 

Rand] John S. 

Kivu nkin, Sir James 

R a 

Reid, James (Greenock 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybrdge 
Ritelue, Rt. Hn. Chis. Tl Hom. 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield 


Herbert (Hackn 


mer, ( ‘olonel Robert 


bertson 


neux 
\Jexander 
Sir ul und Albert 
ai 


ae 1r 
auinh iu ira rs 





Sinclair, Lonis (Romiord) 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, F. 
Smith, He Nortiviih. Tym side 
Sinith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks 











Spear, John Ward 

Stanle Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart, Sir Mk. J. M’Taveart 
Stirline-Maxwell!, Sir John M. 
Stock. James Henry 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


AYES. 


» + a3 
John Patrick 


ine he . Hn. Charles Seale- 
He suphill, Rt. Hn. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse, C. bh. H. (Bristol E.) 
Hope, Jno. Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Win. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George ’ 
Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W. 
Leamy, E¢mund 


Leese, Sir Jo-. FP. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Menric 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Wim. (Cornwall) 
M‘Cann, James 

M'Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A 

M'kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M:Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murphy, Jolin 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot. Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rtnd.G. (Oxf dU niv. 
Thornt n, Perey M. 
i i] ~mache Henry Ja 
Tomlinson, Win. bd. Murray 
Vale nti i, Viscount 

Warde. 
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mes 


Colonel ©. 








Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Carth. (Orkney) 





hb, Colonel William Geo 

Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
‘ h. Brace C. Vernon- 
\stommnd. Lyne 





Whitmore, Char'es Algernon 
Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sic Frederick 

Vilson, A. Stan. (York, E.R. 
Wil-on, John (Glaseow) 


Wilson. J. W. (Wor'tersh’ N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. fi. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn Boat. Bath 
Wi ight m, Sir Thomas 

Rt. Hon. Georve 
Robert Arm 


Wyndham, 


Yerbu va, 


sirong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir Wim. W alrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Jo antag outh, South) 
Norma: . Hen 
O Brien, Ke ni ae Tippary Mid. 
O Brien, VP —_ tk (Kilkenny ) 
(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary N.) 
O'Connor, . Ines | Wicklow W. 






O’Conno , P. (Live pool) 
O'Donnell, r (Kerry, W.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscoumon.N.) 
O Malle ny, Williaun 

O Man ‘a, James 





Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Shee. Jemes John 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick 
Rea, Ru-sell 
Reckitt. Harold J 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, 
Redmond. 
Robe ATLs, 
Robson 


Joseph 
wnNes 


Jno. E. (Waterford) 
Williaw (Clare) 
John Bryn (Eifion) 

William Snowdon 

Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles FE. 

Scott, ¢ ‘has. Prestwich ( Leigh) 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Shiy man, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 

anmnee, Arthur Welle Sle\ 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. RN’ thants) 

Stevenson, Francis S. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas J. A. (Glamor. Gower 
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Toulmin George | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) | TELLERS FOR THE Nogs-~ 
Warner. Thos. Courtenay T. Williams. Osmond (Merioneth Mr. Channing and 
White, Patrick (Meath, N. Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) Mr. Broadhurst. 


(11.50.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- | course, and | think the proposal of the 
MAN (Stirling Burghs): 1 think it would | right hon. Gentleman is one that might 
be for the convenience of the House if | very well be accepted. 
the right hon. Gentleman would state | 
what course the Government intend to Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
follow in regard to the further progress' The point which the “Irish Members 
of this Bill. 1 may say at once that | | are chiefly interested in in the remain- 
understand there will be a certain|ing portion of this Schedule is the 
amount of discussion on the subject of | question of maize. We are exceedingly 
maize. I think it would be a convenient | anxious that the debate on that should 
course to stop the further consideration | not be taken at this hour of the night. 
of the Bill tonight when we get to maize.|and that it should be taken at the 

| commencement of the sitting on Monday. 
| Therefore 1 welcome the suggestion of 

*Sir M. ee BEACH: I always) the right hon. Gentleman the Chan- 
desire to meet the convenience of the cellor of the Exchequer, and so far 
House; but the Government are put in|as my friends and myself are con- 
a position of considerable difficulty by | cerned, if that arrangement can be 
the statements of hon. Members below | made, we shall not interfere in any way 
the gangway that there is an intention) with the possibility of concluding the 
to divide on every one of the items in| debate in Committee on the Bill on 
the Schedule. That is not fair Parlia- Monday. I hope the suggestion of the 
mentary opposition. If we are to be/ right hon. Gentleman, which personally 
met in that way, we shall have totake|I think is a reasonable one, will be 
the necessary measures to meet these | carried out. 
tactics. That is not our wish at all. | 
Our wish is to proceed with the Billin| \{g. LOUGH moved to omit 
the ordinary way by fair discussion, and! from the Schedule. In view of the 
divisions, of course, when necessary. | additional cost of about £1 per horse 
lherefore I would suggest that, if we | per annum’ which this duty would 
are met fairly we would agree to report | impose on cab proprietors and _hack- 
progress tonight before coming to the | 

item of maize. Then we would put jot the Exe hequer had recently promised 
—_ the Bill gg a4 esi aed : deputation ne on tes ~— be 
with maize on that day, on the under-| done to meet their case. The right hon. 
standing that the debate in Committ: mb tentleman stated that the tax on oats 
would be concluded on that di ay. lf that | Was one w hich the cab proprie tors would 
— with —— I - all put a not beable to pass on to others, their diffi- 
the Report for Wednesday, to enable | culty being that their fares were limited 
hon. Members to put down any Amend- | ry Act of Parliament and other arrange- 
ments that may be necessary on the! ments, He stated that possibly their 
Report stage. | case would not be met by an alteration 

| of the tax but by some other means. He 

. ms , cane | said he would see the Home Secretary in 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : orn 

| regard to it. The hon. Member could 
I fully pea 9 the spirit in which | . Santi 
| only assume that the right hon. Gentle- 
the right hon. Gentleman has met my . | pe eee 
o. |man intended to remit the hackney 
hon. friends on this side of the House. : Deal ‘ ee 
5 oem wiemio Wilke Git’ mena tn ene carriage tax. He asked the Chancellor 
Le ea Pie . * | to state what he meant by that definite 
thing that has been said, that it may | et 
have been a rhetorical outburst, and the P 
very natural expression of the strong 
feeling that exists, but there is no des're 


“oats” 


ney carriage owners, the Chancellor 





Amendment proposed--: 


‘‘In page 5, line 7, to leave out the word 
‘oats.’ ”—( Mr. Channing.) 


to pursue any extreme or extravagant 
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Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 
‘oats’ stand part of the Schedule.” 


* Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I will 
only say that I do not think the hon. 
Member is justified in saying that I 
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sider the case of cab proprietors in other 
places. My own impression after the 
examination which I have made on the 
subject is that it is not possible to deal 
with the matter in the way I had con- 
templated, and that in no case ought I 








made any promise whatever in this 
What I did say was that I 
would examine into the matter in view 
of the restrictions placed 

of cab proprietors. 


matter. 


charges 





upon the) 
In the} 


course of that examination I had to con- | Noes, 114. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt HnSir Michael Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(W ore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Capt. Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 


Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 





AYES. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Uenry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mV'ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby- (Line ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLord G.(Mid’x 
Hamilton,Mary of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,RtHon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hubhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. F.(Shetiield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,Jno.( Kent, Faversham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 


| Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
| Law,Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


to give a remission of the tax on oats. 
(12.3.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 199; 


(Division List No. 220.) 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Co]. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,F rederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim,E. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’ w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm'thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
| Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 





Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, HnWm. Robert Wellesley 
| Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
| Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
| Randles, John 8. 

lateliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenwick, George 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 





























467 Adjournment of {COMMONS} the House. 468 § 
Ritel hie, Rt. Hn. C has. Thomson | Stock, James Henry Whitmore, Charles Algernon 4 A 
Robert:, Samuel :Sheflield) | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley Willoughby de Evesby, Lord 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) )| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | Wills, Sir F rederick ’ 
Ropner, Colonel Rovert |" r albot, Lord E. (Chichester) | Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R. 
Round, James | Tatbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxfd Univ. | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux | Thornton, Percy M. | Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N, 
‘adler, Col. Samuel Alexander | + Tolle mache, Henry James | Wodehouse, Rt H n. EE. R.( Bath) 
Sine ‘lair, Lonis (Romford) 7 Yomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | Wrightson, oe Phomas 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) | Valentia, Viscount | W yndh _ Kt. Hon. George 
Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside | Warde, Colonel CE. | Yer burgh, Robert Armstrong n 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. | Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Spear. John Ward | Webb,Colonel William George |. ; 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) Welby,SirCharles G. E. (Notts. | TELLERS FOR THE AYES, Sir 
Stewart, SirMark J. M‘Tageart | Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- | William Walrond and Mr. ; 
Stirline. Maxwell, Sir John M. | Whiteley, H(Ashton und. Lyne Anstruther, - 
LN 
NOES. : 1 
Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H, | O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 2 p 
Allen.CharlesP (Gloue. Stroud | Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | O Kelly,James (Roscommon,N ar 
Atherley-Jones, L. Horniman, Frederick John | (YMalley, William ~~ 
ATTY, BE. (Cork, 8.) | Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) O Mara, James ut 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Jones » Dav. Brynmor (Swansea | O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Boland, John Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | O’Shee, James John > R 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G,. | Joyee, Michael | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Broadhurst, Henry Lambert, Geo | Power, Patrick Joseph 
Brunner. Sir Joon Tomlinson | Leamy, Kdmund Rea, Russell : H 
Cuine, Sy er Sproston Leese SirJoseph F.( Acerington | Reckitt, Harold James 
Caldwell, James Leigh, Sir Joseph Reddy, M. 
Campbell, ce Armagh, S.) | Leng, Sir Jolin | Kedmond, John E.( Waterford) Q 
Camphell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Levy, Maurice Redmond, William (Clare) ie 
Can-ton, Riebard Knight | Lewis, John Herbert Roberts, Jolin Bryn (Eition) t] 
Cawley, Frederic | Lumdon, W. | Robson, William Snowdon 
Channing, Francis = Allston MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. Runeiman, Walter ‘ 
Cogan, Denis J. | MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift | Schwann, Charles E. Xx 
Condon, Thomas Joseph Mac Veagh, Jeremiah | Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 3 
Craig, Robert Hunter } M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) vA 
Crean, Eugene | M’Cann, James Sheehan, Daniel Daniel k 
Delany, William | M‘Crae, George | Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Dillon, John | M‘Huyh, Patriek A. | Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Doovan, P. C. | MtkKean, John | Soames, Arthur Wellesley : 
Douvlas, 7 harles M. (Lanark) | M‘Kenna, Reginald | Soares, Ernest J. : as 
Duncan, J. Hasting | M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) — | Spencer, Rt Hn.C.R.( Northants . 
Esrmonde, ac Thomas | M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin | Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Evans.SirFrancisH (Maidst’ne | Mansfield, Horace Rendall | Strachey, Sir Edward 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Markham, Arthur Basil Sullivan, Donal 4 
Fenwick, Charles | Mooney, John J. | Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower ; 
Ferg —_, Raf ‘Munro (Leith) | Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | Thompson, Dr.EC(Monagh’n,N an. 
Ffrench, Peter Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Toulmin, George - 
Fivnn, im Christopher Murphy, John Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. . 
ihooly, James | Nannetti, Joseph P. | White, Patrick (Meath, North) : 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) th 
Griflith, Ellis J. | Norman, Henry | Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) ~ th 
Heummond, John | O’Brien, Kendal (Tip’erary Mid | Wilson, Jon (Durham, Mid.) ti 
Harmswerth, R. Leicester | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | = 
Li: yden, | John Patrick | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES, re 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- | O'Connor, T. YP. (Liverpool) Mr. Lough and Mr. Pirie. th 
T 
Mr. FLYNN moved to omit “maize” { Committee report progress; to sit ” 
from the Schedule. ; ; 
again upon Monday next. 
Amendment proposed— th 
‘In page 5, line 9, to leave out the word th 
* maize.’ ”—( Mr. Flynn. ) ’ 3 tir 
; Adjourned at twenty minutes 
: a re 
(Juestion proposed, “ That the word after ‘I'welve o'clock. th 
‘maize’ stand part of the Schedule.” TI 
m 
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SAT FIRST. 


The Earl Temple sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his father. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RAIL- 
WAYS (SOUTH YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAYS) BILL, 
WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
¢ BILL, 
WATER 
ADDITIONAL 


BILL [H.L.J— 
PROVISION), 
Certificates of non-com- 
S pliance with the Standing Orders 
sreierred to the Standing Orders Com- 
- mittee on Tuesday next. 


< YSTRADFELLTE 
(PETITION FOR 


Examiner’s 


Ie HMOND HILL (PRESERVATION 
VIEW) BILL, 

¢s HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION BILL, 

: HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 

: Reports trom His Majesty’s Attorney- 

~ General received, and ordered to lie on 

: the Table. 


OF 


SWINDON UNITED GAS BILL [4.1. }, 
» NEWC ASTLE AND GATESHEAD WATER 
BILL [H.1. }, 
: - ASHTON. UNDER-LYNE 
FIELD CORPORATIONS (ALMA 
BRIDGE, &e.) BILL (1.1. |. 


‘ Commons amendments considered, and 
: agreed to. 

BARROW HEMATITE 
§ PANY, LIMITED, 
, Committed. 


AND DUKIN- 


STEEL COM- 
BILL [u.1.]. 


-S8OUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
a DISTRIBUTION BILL. 

- Report from the Select Committee that 
:the Committee had not proceeded with 
~the consideration of the Bill, the opposi- 
tion thereto having been withdrawn ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table: 
the orders made on the 12th of May and 
Thursday last discharged ; and Bill com- 
mitted, 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee that 
the Committee had not proceeded with 
the consideration of the Bill, the opposi- 
tion thereto having been withdrawn ; 
real, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
the orders made on the 13th of May and | 
Thursday last discharged ; and Bill com- 
mitted, 

VOL. 


CIX. [Fourru Serizs.] 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. PICCADILLY, CITY, AND NORTH-EAST 
JONDON RAILWAY BILL [u.1.}. 
Thursday, 12th June, 1902. LONI RAILWAY BILL [n.1.] 


The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, with 
amendments. 

LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC 
WAYS BILL [u.1. }. 

The King’s consent signitied ; 
reported from the 
with Amendments. 


RAIL- 


and Bill 
Select Committee, 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP 
STEAD, RAILWAY (No. 1.) BILL [#.1.], 
CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 3.) BILL [1.1. }, 
CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1 AND No. 3.) 
BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 
CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 2.) BILL [u.1. }. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments, 


NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [u.1. }. 

Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 

BAKER STREET AND 
RAILWAY BILL 

Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


WATERLOO 
[H.L. | 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL [u.1.], 
BEDFORD,;CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments. 
DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 1) 
BLLL. 
The King’s consent signified; and 


Bill reported, with Amendments. 
NORWICH CORPORATION (ELECTRI- 
CITY, ETC.) BILL, 
LEAMINGTON CORPORATION BILL. 


CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL, 


| RICHMOND HILL (PRESERVATION OF 
VIEW) BILL. 

| Read 2*, and committed. 

 R 








{LORDS} 





Business. 


472 


BOURNEMOUTH GAS AND WATER GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA.- 


471 Private Bill 
BILL. 
Read 2", and committed for Tenndng' 


next. 


PRESTON CORPORATION BILL. 

Read 3", with the Amendments; a 
further Amendment made; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 
CAVEHILL 


AND WHITEWELL TRAM- 
WAYS BILL, 


RATHMINES AND RATHGAR 
DISTRICT COUNCIL 


URBAN 
BILL, 


EDUCATION BOAKD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [.1.}, 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
ORDERS (No. 


PROVISIONAL 
5) BILL [#.1.], 


ELECTRIC) LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BULL [1.1..}, 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS 
(No. 2) BILL 


CLEETHORPES IMPROVEMENT BILL,! 


CONFIRMATION 
[ HLL. ], 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 
WAY 


RAIL- 
(VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills ; (viz.), 

L. Clonbrock, 

. Hylton, 
» Seafield (F. 
4 Crawshaw, 
. Newton (chairman) ; 
agreed to: and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly : the Committee to meet on 
Tuesday next at Eleven o'clock ; and all 
petitions referred to the Committee, with 
leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
Bills. 


Strathspe Y)s 


tAS ewe ae 
TION (No. 1) BILL 4 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [u.1. J, 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL {uw}. 
Committed to a 


Whole House. 


Committee of 


ito be printed ; 


the | aminers. 
1) 


TION (No. 2) BILL [1.1 }, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING 


PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) 


BILL [u.1.), 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [i.3.}. 
Committed: :the Committees to be 


proposed by the Committee of Selection, 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No.@2)' BILL, 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LANDS (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 


order): Bills reported without 
ment: Standing C ommittee 
and Bills to be read : 


Amend- 
negatived : 
‘Tomorrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL, (No. 98), 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL, (No. 99), 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 


PROVISIONAL 

9.) BILL, (No. 100), 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 


PROVISIONAL 
10) BILL, (No. 101), 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL, (No. 162), 
LOCAL GOVERNQIENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL, (No. 103), 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL 

(No. 104), 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 


VISIONAL 
(No. 105), 


ORDERS (No. 3) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
(No. 106). 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAI 


ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
CLASSES) BILL, (No. 107), 


LONDON (POPLAR) 
ORDER BILL, 


WORKIN 


PROVISIONAL 
(No. 108), 


PIFR AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL, (No. 109), 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 
PILOTAGE 


(No. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL 
(No. 111). 


110), 


Brought from the Commons : 
and referred 


read ] 
to the Ey 
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Pauper Children 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
|. Associations constituted under the 
Voluntary Schools Act, 1897. 
Il. Associated Schools and 
of aid grant paid. 
II]. Unassociated Schools and amounts 
of aid grant paid, 1900-1901. 


amounts 


WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA (ARMY EX- 
PENDITURE, 1902-1903). 
Statement showing approximately, 
under principal subheads, the sums still 
required to be expended on the Army in 
South Africa in 1902-1903. 


EXPLOSIVES. 

Twenty-sixth Annual Report of His 
Majesty's Inspectors of Explosives, being 
their Annual Report for the year 1901. 
ANNUAL SERLES. 


No. 2817. France (Bordeaux). 


TRADE REPORTS : 


No. 2818. Afriea (Congo). 
No. 2819. Germany (German East 
Airica). 


No. 2820. Italy (Genoa). 


STREET TRADING CHILDREN COM- 
MITTEE (IRELAND). 


Report of the !nter-Departmental 
Committee on the employment of 
children during school age, especially in 
street trading in the large centres of 
population in Lreland. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION, 


Treasury Minutes, dated 5th June, 
19902— 

I. Deelaring that for the due and 
ellicient discharge of the duties of the 
ottice of inspector of technical instruc- 
tion in the Department of Agriculture 
and ‘Technical Instruction for Ireland, 
professional or other peculiar qualifica- 
tions not ordinarily to be acquired in 
the public service are required. 

I]. Declaring that James 
Roval Laboratory, War Ottice 
pointed without a civil 
on the part of the 
head of his Department. 


1 
Harris, 
WAS 2 p- 
service certificate 


through inaavertence 


{12 JuNE 1902} 


(Ireland) Bill. 474 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 
AND 1896. 

Order, dated the 6th of June, 1902, 
| revoking one of 23rd day of April, 1902, 
defining a part of the port of Harwich 
as a foreign animals quarantine station. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 TO 1891 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCE). 
Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Mary Quinn, a convict under detention 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to 
be at large on condition that she enter 
the East End Refuge, Finchley, N. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
ACT (IRELAND), 1877 (RULES). 
Order in Council, dated 10th June, 
1902, giving effect to a Rule of Court. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


FEE FUND OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid on the Table the Annual 
Account of the kee Fund of the House 
of Lords. The same was ordered to lie 
on the ‘Table, and to be referred to the 
Select Committee on the House of Lords 
Offices. 

LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) 

AMENDMENT BILL [#.L.}. 

Amendments reported (according to 

order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow. 


WILD BIRDS PROTECTION ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL [1.1 }. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) 
BILL [H... }. 
[SECOND READING. | 
Order of the 
Reading read. 


day for the Second 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON: 
My Lords, this is a Bill of a very simple 
character, and I need not detain your 
Lordships more than a minute in ex- 
plaining its provisions. The necessity 
for the Bill arose in consequence of 
there being no detinition in the poor 
law of Ireland of the terms “orphan” 


R 2 
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and “deserted,” as the result of which 
the Local Government Board in Ireland 
has been precluded from admitting a 
considerable number of children to the 
benefits of “ boarding out.” The English 
Local Government Board has power to 
make regulations in the matter and they 
have exercised it, but the Irish Local 
Government Board possesses no corres- 
ponding power. Therefore it became 
necessary,toattain the object in view, that 
there should be legislation to define the 
terms “orphan” and ‘deserted,’ and 
the definition embodied in his Bill is 
precisely that which has been adopted 
by the Local Government Board in 
England. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
—(Lord Monteagle of Brandon.) 


*Lorp CLONBROCK: My Lords, I rise 
to support this Bill, the object of which 
is to assimilate the law of Ireland to 
that of England in respect to the board- 
ing-out of pauper children by giving 
a wider interpretation to the word 
“orphan.” If one parent of a child is 
dead and the other in penal servitude or 
ina lunatic asylum, the child is just as 
much an object of compassion, and is in 
the same position as if both the parents 
were dead. This Bill will enable Guar- 
dians to board out children where they 
are now unable to do so. The board- 
ing out system has been tried with great 
advantage in many parts of Ireland, 
and it is very desirable to extend it. 


Tue Eart or MAYO: My Lords, in 
rising to support the Bill of my noble 
friend, and to express the hope that 
there will be no opposition to the Second 
Reading, I would take this opportunity 
of saying that we in Ireland are very 
much indebted to Lord Monteagle for 
his efforts in regard to workhouse reform 
and the amelioration of the condition of 
those who come within the scope of the 
poor law. : 


THE Eart or DENBIGH: On 
behalt of the Irish Government, I have 
only to say that there is no objection to 
the Bill, but of course it is impossible to 
say detinitely what are the prospects of 
passing it into law this session. 

Lord Mouteagle of Brandon. 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 95, 
according to order, and committed to 
Committee of the Whole House on Tues. 
day next. 


Queen Anne's Bounty Board, 

Viscount CROSS: My Lords, I beg 
to ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
it is intended to give legislative effect 
to the recommencations of the Joint 
Committee on Queen Anne's Bounty 
Board, and, meanwhile, whether any 
provisional appointment has been made 
to the joint office of Treasurer and 
Secretary of that Board. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (the Earl 
of HaAtspury): My Lords, in reply to 
the first part of the Question of my noble 
friend, I have to say that the Gover- 
ment have prepared a Bill, which will 
be almost immediately introduced, deal- 
ing with the question in pursuance of 
the recommendation of the Committee. 
With reference to the second part of 
the Question, they have found it possible 
to continue the work of the office without 
making such an appointment as_ that 
suggested. How that has been done 
I am not able to explain, but I am told 
there was no practical difficulty about 
it. The Bill which will be introduced 
will get rid of any difficulty in respect 
of the payment of proper dues. [I wish 
to express my apology to my _ noble 
friend for not replying to the Question 
when it was asked upon a former occa- 
sion. It arose from a misunderstanding 
as to whose duty it was to answer the 
Question. I thought that the noble 
Marquess at the head of the Gover 
ment was familiar with the facts and 
would answer it, but the attention of 
the noble Marquess had not been called 
to the matter. I hope the noble Viscount 
will accept my apology. 


Viscount CROSS: [ am glad I have 
got an answer at last. I think the 
apology is due to your Lordships rather 
than to me, for if a Question is asked in 
proper form, and after due notice, ona 
matter of public business, we are eb- 
titled, I maintain, to have an answer 
from the Government. It so happened 
that a few days ago a similar Question 
was asked in another place, and an 
answer was given without the slightes 
hesitation, which made it very difficult 
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417 Arrest of Mr. 
to account for the solemn silence and 
mystery with which the Question was 
first received in this House. 


Lorp BARNARD: I only rise to say 
that last session I put a Question on the 
sume subject and to the same effect, and 
received no answer. 

House adjourned at a quarter before 


Five o'clock, till Tomorrow, half- 
past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 12th June, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 

The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


ARREST OF Mr. ARTHUR LYNCH, M.P. 
*Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the House 
that he had received the following letter 
relating to the arrest of Mr. Lynch :— 
Police Court, Bow Street. 
lith June, 1902. 
Sir, 

[ have the honour to inform you that Mr. 
Arthur Lynch, M.P. for Galway City, was 
arrested and brought up this day at this Court 
before me, charged, upon a warrant granted by 
me, With treason, and was remanded in custody 
until Saturday, the 14th June instant. 

| have the honour to be, 
Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
A. DE RUTZEN. 
The Right Honourable 
The Speaker of the 
House of Commons. 


Subsequently :— 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I desire, asa matter of privilege, 
to bring before you, Sir, a matter 
atlecting the detention of an hon. Mem- 
ber from his Parliamentary duties in 
@ case which has recently occurred in 
which a Member of the House was 
charged with high treason. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! ] 
Wish to say at once that that is a matter 
which cannot be brought forward as a 
matter of privilege. It is now before the 
Criminal Courts. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Certainly, 
Sir. But I say there has been a breach 
of privilege committed in that no com- 
munication has been made to the House 
of the arrest of one of its Members for 
high treason. That fact should have 
been communicated to this House in the 
ordinary and proper way. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This is a point of 
practice and not of privilege. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Yes, Sir, 
and if you will allow me I will raise it as 
a matter of practice. I bring it forward 
because what has occurred on this ocea- 
sion may be used as a precedent at a 
time when it might be very dangerous 
in its application. I do not raise the 
question on behalf of the hon. Member 
for Galway, with whom I have had no 
communication, but as a matter affect- 
ing the privileges of the House generally. 
It is laid down by Sir Erskine May that, 
in all cases where Members are arrested 
on criminal charges, the House must be in- 
formed of the cause for which they are de- 
tained from their service in Parliament. 
It is also laid down that in the case of com- 
mitments for high treason or any military 
offence communication has to be made by 
Royal message. A few lines further 
down the reason for that is shown 

“In the case of naval Courts-martial the 
communication is to be made by the Lord 
High Admiral or the Lords Commissioners of 
the Admiralty by whom the warrant is 
issued.” 

These are cases of arrest for high treason— 

“Tt is the ordinary practice of the Home 
Secretary who signs a warrant to communicate 
to the House as a Minister of the Crown.” 
Then, again, Sir Erskine May says 

* Another form of communication to either 
House of Parliament is in the nature of a 
verbal Message delivered by command by a 
Minister of the Crown to the House of which 
he isa Member.” 

Sir Erskine May further says 

“This communication is made whenever a 
Member of either House is arrested for any 
crime at the suit of the Crown, as the privileges 
of the House require that the House should be 
informed of the cause for which their Member 
is Imprisoned and retained from his services in 
Parliament.” 

High treason is pre-eminently a crime at 
the suit of the Crown. I have only been 
able to discover two precedents. In the 
case of Lord George Gordon, in 1789, 
Lord North, who was then Prime Minister, 
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went to the bar of the House and communi- 
cated a verbal Message that, at the King’s 
command, Lord George Gordon had been 
arrested and charged with high treason. 
In the case of Mr. Smith O’Brien, in 
1848, an exactly analogous practice was 
adopted. The Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, the moment the news came to his 
ears, wrote a letter to the Speaker, on 
August 5th, 1848, from the office of the 
Viceroy, stating that it was his painful 
duty to inform him that Mr. Smith 
O’Brien had been imprisoned. As the 
representative of the Crown, the Lord 
Lieutenant's was practically a verbal 
Message. Let me tell you what occurred 
yesterday. The Home Secretary, who 
must, in the course of his duties, have 
signed the warrant 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Member that I have already read a 
letter from Sir A. de Rutzen in which he 
states that the hon. Member for Galway 
was arrested upon a warrant signed by 
himself. 


Mr. MACNEILL: I did not hear that. 
But the Home Secretary said— 
“The prisoner will he brought up this after- 
noon, and all about it will become public 
property. 
That is not the way to treat the House 
of Commons as the grand inquest of 
the nation. [A Nationalist MEMBER : 
It was only an Irish Member.] He 
should have given us the information 
by a verbal message from the Crown. 
The First Lord of the Treasury, when | 
asked him, not discourteously, said that 
was a question which should not be 
addressed to him. May I now, with the 
greatest courtesy, but with the greatest 
directness, challenge that ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must remember he is addressing me 
now on some point of practice. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Very well, 
Mr. Speaker. You have heard me with 
great patience and great courtesy, and | 
have put the matter before you as well 
as I could. It is the invariable practice 
that the House of Commons should be 
communicated with, in a case of a charge 
of treason against one of its Members, 
by a Message from the Crown, and the 
reason is that treason is pre-eminently 

Mr. Swift Vae Neill, 


{COMMONS} 











Arthur Lynch, M.P. 486 


a crime against the Crown. If that 
were not so, the relations between the 
King and the House might be very 
strained. It is a proper thing when a 
Minister of the Crown advises the arrest 
for high treason of a member of this 
House that that arrest should be told by 
him, taking on himself, as he is bound 
to do, the responsibility of the King and 
the delivery of the Loyal Message. It 
has been done in every other case, and | 
do not think that if this were a British 
Member this would have happened. 
I say that not attributing any unfair- 
ness to hon. Gentlemen. We wish to 
protect to the utmost of our power the 
privileges of this House. I am_ not 
personally affected by the case of Mr. 
Lynch. | bring it forward as I would 
bring forward the case of any other hon. 
Gentleman who is a Meniber of this 
House. I leave the matter in your 
hands, Mr. Speaker, and I ask you 
respectfully to rule that it is in ae- 
cordance with practice in eases of high 
treason that a Minister of the Crown 
should communicate the action of the 
Crown by a verbal Message, and that 
the practice is necessary for the pre- 
servation of the liberties of Members. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is quite right in saying that it is of the 
highest importance, when a Member of 
this House has been arrested, and, 
therefore, has been prevented from 
performing his duties in Parliament, 
that the earliest opportunity should be 
taken of informing this House of his 
arrest. Thatisa duty which is ordinarily 
performed by the magistrate before whom 
the person charged is brought. That has 
been done inthiscase. The hon. Member 
seeks to establish it as a rule of procedure 
of this House that in a case of high 
treason a Message must be delivered by 
a Minister of the Crown from the Crown 
of this House I am_ not surprised at 
his"raising this point, because there are 
undoubtedly words in Sir Erskine 
May’s book which would go a long way 
him in that When 
the hon. Member asked me a question 
on this matter yesterday, I had no 
notice of the question, and, as he himself 
says, in the last 120 years there have 
been only two charges of high treason. 


to support view. 









Me 


col 


sat 
sag 











480 


that 
1 the 
very 
len a 
irrest 
this 
d by 
ound 
rand 
ye It 
ind I 
ritish 
ned. 
ifair- 
sh to 
* the 
not 
Mr. 
‘ould 
hon. 
this 
your 
you 
ac- 
high 
‘own 
the 
that 
pre- 


n ber 
the 
r of 
und, 
rom 
ent, 

be 
his 
ily 
10m 
has 
i ber 
lure 
igh 
| by 
wn 
- at 
are 
cine 
way 
hen 
rion 
no 


self 


ave 





son. 















48] Unopposed Private 





against Members of this House. There- 
jore it is a matter with which I may 
well be expected not to be very familiar. 
But I have had an opportunity of 
ooking at the precedents, and | am 
pound to say that they do not seem to me 
to bear out What is stated in Sir Erskine 
May sbook. ‘Thehon. Member has referred 
to these two—the only two—precedents. 
His proposition is that, whenever an hon. 
Mem ber of this House is charged with high 
treason, it is the duty of the Minister to 
communicate to the House a verbal Mes- 
age from the Crown at the Table. These 
two precedents werethat of Lord George 
Gordon in 1780, and that of Mr. Smith 
(Brien in 1848. In the case of Lord 
George Gordon there was a Message 
irom the Crown delivered at the 
Table. But that was a case of a very 
peculiar kind. It was a case where, as 
the hon. Member, who we all know is 
well versed in history, is aware, there 
jad been, some days before the Message 
was delivered, an assault upon this 
House. A large mob brought to the 
House by Lord George Gordon assaulted 
and intimidated Members on their way 
to the House, and the result was that 
the House was in considerable peril for 
wme time. The House the next day passed 
resolutions condemning the conduct of 
the mob and asserting their right to be 
free from such interference. In those 
reumstances Lord Gordon, 
having atterwards joined the mob in 
london, was arrested by the Crown on 
a charge of high treason. It seems to 
me that when the House itself had been 
ittacked it was an extremely natural 
thing that His Majesty should send a 
formal communication of the fact ot the 
arrest to the House. That is the only 
case in which, in regard to an arrest 
upon a simple charge of high treason, a 
Message was sent by the Crown at all. 
The hon. Member also quoted the case 
of Mr. Smith O’Brien as an authority in 
his favour, but he forgets that in the case 
of Mr. Smith O’Brien no such Message 
was delivered. He gets over that difti- 
culty by saying that something analogous 


George 


happened. There was nothing analogous 
at all. What happened was simply that 


a great Executive officer in Ireland, the 
Lord Lieutenant, not acting as Viceroy, 
but as an Executive Minister, wrote a 
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the arrest of the Member. It would have 
been perfectly regular, whether it was 
necessary or not, if the Home Secretary 
had written such a letter to me in this 
ease. But it does not at all follow that 
a Koyal Message is necessary; nor is 
the case of a letter written by the Lord 
Lieutenant to the Speaker informing 
him of the arrest of a Member analogous 
to a Royal Message. Therefore, ot the 
two authorities cited, one of them—the 
case of Lord George Gordon—appears to 
me to be a very exceptional case, and 
the other one is no authority at all with 
regard to a Royal Message. In these 
circumstances, | see no ground for the 
suggestion that the arrest of a Member 
of this House on a charge of high treason 
should be intimated to the House in any 
different way from the arrest of a Mem- 
ber charged with any other criminal 
offence. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL 
PFRAMWAYS BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


ABERTILLERY URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [Lorps}, 


BRADFORD-ON-AVON GAS BILL [Lorps], 
SWANSEA CORPORATION WATER BILL 
| Lorps}, 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BLLL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BLLL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL, 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS ((No. 2) BILL. 


tead the third time, and passed. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as 


tomorrow. 


Unopposed Private 


amended, to be considered 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments |Pro- 

visional Order confirmed]; Report to 

lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
tomorrow. 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 2} 
BILL [Loxps}. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


TIVERTON MARKET BILL [Lorps}. 
Reported, without Amendment; le- 
port to lie upon the Table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to: Gloucester- 
shire Electric Power Bill, Dartiord 
Improvement Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
* An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Education 
under the Elementary Education Acts, 
1870 to 1900, to enable the School 
Boards for Barnes, Epping, Fernhurst 
United District, Liverpool, Manchester, 
and Swansea United District, to put 
in force the Lands Clauses Acts.”’ {| Edu- 
cation Board Provisional Orders Confir- 
mation (Barnes, ete.) Bill | Loris}. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under The Gas 
and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, 
relating to Bothwell and Uddingston gas, 
Cirencester gas, Garw and Ogmore gas, 
Rothwell gas, Skegness gas, and Welling- 
borough Gas.’’ {Gas Orders Confirma- 
tion (No. 1) Bill | Lords}. | 





Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
empowering the North Staffordshire 


Tramways Company, Limited, to work 
their tramways by mechanical or elec- 
trical power, and tor conferring further 
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powers upon that company, and the 
Potteries Electric Traction Company, 
Limited, with regard to their respective 
tramways ; and for other purposes,” 
{North Staffordshire Tramways Bill 
[ Lords].] : 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the Rossendale Valley Tram- 
ways Company to extend their tram- 
ways ; and for other purposes.” [ Rossen- 
dale Valley Tramways Bill { Lords]. | 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the Urban District Council 
of Whitstable, in the county of Kent, to 
purchase the undertakings of the Whit- 
stable Water Company, Limited, and the 
Whitstable Gas and Coke Company, 
Limited, and to supply water and gas; 
to transfer to the Council the powers 
within the District of the Commissioners 
of Sewers for the levels of East Kent; 
and to make further and better provi- 
sion for the improvement, health, local 
government, and finance of the district ; 
and for other purposes.” |Whitstable 
Improvement Bill [ Lars}. | 


And also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Aet 
to confer further powers on the Consett 
Waterworks Company; and for other 
purposes.”’ {Consett Water Bill | Lor/s},] 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BILL [Lorps}. 

Read the first time. Referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ; 

and to be printed. { Bill 252. | 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [Lorps}. 
Read the first time. Referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


and to be printed. {Bill 233.] 


NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL | Lorps}, 
ROSSENDALE VALLEY TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lorps], 
WHITSTABLE IMPROVEMENT BILL 
| Lorps], 

CONSETT WATER BILL [ Lorps]. 

Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 
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PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION a AND WALES) 

Petitions against: From Over Haddon, 
Moira, Piddington, Hinckley, Gayton, 
Brant Broughton, Llandissilio, Leicester, 
Bradford (two), and Gawthorpe ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Haddington, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
Petition from the City ef London, for 
inquiry into the compulsory system of 
registration ; to lie upon the Table. 
LANDs VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Preston and 
Great Bookham ; to lie upon the Table. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 

Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 
Petition trom Lurgan, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table, 

POOR LAW OFFICERS SUPERANNUA 

TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Stirling, in favour ; to 

lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Preston, in favour ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


LIQUORS ON 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTORATE (SCOT- 


LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TEINDS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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OCEAN MAIL CONTRACTS 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd June; Sir John Colomh] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 214.] 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 5th June, 1902, declaring that for 
the due and efficient discharge of the 
duties of the office of Inspector of Tech- 
nical Instruction in the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
for Ireland, professional or other 
peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to 
be acquired in the public service are 


required {by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
STREET TRADING CHILDREN COM- 
MITTEE (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Report of the 


Inter-Departmental Committee on the 
employment of children during school 
age, especially in street trading in the 
large centres of population in Ireland, 
together with Minutes of Evidence and 
Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


COURT - OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1877. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
dated 10th June, 1902, giving effect to 
a Rule of Court, under the Supreme 
Court of Judicature (Ireland) Act, 1877 
| by Act] ; to lie upon the ‘Table. 


SUPREME 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2817 to 2820 | by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
Paper laid upon the Table hy the 
Clerk of the House 
CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (LONDON). 
Further Return relative thereto 
lordered 2nd August, 1894: J/. lrancis 
Sterenson|; to be printed. | No. 215. | 
PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
WARNED. 
Copy ordered. “of Quarterly Returns, 
by counties, of the Public Elementary 
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(Juestions. 


Schools (1) which have been warned by 
the Board of Education under Article 
86 of the Code. including schools from 
which the grant has been withheld under 
that article; (2) which have been warned 
by the Board of Education that the 
annual grant will, in future, be withheld 
unless detects in the school premises are 
remedied; (3) the annual grants to 
which have been suspended tor three 
months or more from the date of, the 
receipt by the Board of Education of 
the inspector’s report on acount of 
defects in school premises (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 189, 
of Session 1901).°—(Sir Francis Powe il.) 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Scottish Parochial Medical Officers. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord Advocate if the Secretary 
for Scotland will consider the expediency 
of recommending parish councils through- 
out the Highland crofting counties, by 
means of circular or otherwise, to make 
arrangements such as will admit of paro 
chial medical officers obtaining an annual 
holiday as in other parts of the United 
Kingdom. 


(daswer.) I am informed that this 
subject was considered by the Local 
Government Board in 1900, and that 


their views are fully stated in their 
Report for that year at page xxv. The 
Soard do not propose to do more than is 
there stated.—(Scottish Office.) 


Shipbuilding Programme, 1901-2. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether he will 
state when the remaining battleship of 
the 1901 or last year’s programme is to 
be commenced, 


(Ansuer.) All the battleships of the 
1901-2 programme have already been 
commenced, The keel of one of them 
(H.M.S. Commonwealth,” for which the 
Fairfield Shipbuilding Company are the 
contractors) has not yet been laid, but it 
is expected to be laid within the next few 
days, and a considerable amount of cast- 
ing and other preliminary work has 
already been done in connection with the 
vessel.—( 4¢/miralty.) 


{COMMONS} 





488 


(Questions, 


Voluntary Schools Accounts Audit, 

Sir CHARLES DILKE: To ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether he will 
state what steps have been taken by the 
Education Department, under the dis- 
cretion claimed for it on the 17th March, 
1897, with a view to make the audit of 
the accounts of voluntary schools effee- 
tive ; and whether the Department would 
be prepared to consider an Amendment 
to the Education Bill to introduce public 
audit by the district auditors. 


(duswer.) On 15th June, 1897, the 
Education Department issued a Minute 
requiring an audit of the accounts of 
every school receiving a share of the Aid 
Grant. This was superseded by a Minute, 
applicable to all voluntary schools, issued 
on 6th June, 1898; and now by an 
Article of the Code, which is as follows :— 

**85 (d) The accounts of the receipts and 
expenditure of every school not provided bya 
School Board must beannually audited by amem- 
ber of the Institute of Chartered Accountants, 
or of the Society of Accountants and Auditors, 
or by a banker or bank manager, >r, on special 
application to the Board, by some other person, 
not being a manager or treasurer of the school, 
whose competency is proved to the satisfaction 
of the Board.” —( Board of Education.) 


South Africa Telegraphic Announce- 

ment of the Peace. 

Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
Richmond): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the  Post- 
master General, whether he will explain 
why the news of peace was not tele- 
graphed on the evening of Sunday Ist 
June to all telegraph offices in the 


country for the information of the 
public. 
(Ausuvr.) The Postmaster General 


was not in a position to say beforehand 
that the news of peace would be received, 


and he could not therefore make 
arrangements for carrying out the 
suggestion of the hon. Member. The 


number of telegraph offices at which 
attendance is given on Sunday evenings 
is relatively very small.—( Dost Office.) 


Post Office—East Central District Office 


Accommodation. 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 


Hoxton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will state what was 
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the amount of lavatory accommodation 
n the Ist April, 1897, and what it is 
gow for the postmen at the East Central 
District Otfice: whether he is aware 
that the lavatories are also used by 
legraph messengers, refreshment bar 
employees, and others, and, seeing that 
the libra ry is avail ible only to subscribers 
all classes of postal employees belong- 
ing to the Kast Central District Office, 
the foreign and registered and other 
wetions, will he state what the total 
nunber of these subscribers is, and 
when the additional retiring room space 
will be available for occupation. 


(duswer.) On the Ist of April, 1897, 
he lavatory accommodation for the 
postmen at the Eastern Central District 
Office contained sixteen washing basins. 
There are now twenty-nine basins. In 
\$07 there were eighteen water-closets 
sed by the postmen and sorters; there 
ve now fifteen closets for the postmen 
oly. The lavatory is not used by 
telegraph messengers. and the refresh 
ment braneh servants only use it 
reasionally to draw water, but it seems 
that during the day time some telegraph 
messengers have improperly used the 
losets. The refreshment branch servants 
re provided for elsewhere. ‘The number 
{subscribers to the livrary is understood 
tovary between 400 and 600, of whom 
bout one-half are postmen. The 
idditional retiring room referred to has 
alread y heen occupied. —( Post Office.) 


Customs Officials’ Special Grant, 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., 8.): To 
sk the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state how many officials 
jartici pated in the division of the special 
grant recently placed at the disposal 
ot the Board of Customs: whether the 
pavment of these bonuses absorbed the 
balance of the savings on the Customs 
vole; whether the recipients were the 
mly officers not ordinarily entitled to 
overtime who rendered special services 
in connection with the sugar and coal 
duties ; whether any officials, and, if so, 
What officials reeeived also increases of 
silary ; whether the special grant referred 
to, and the selection of the recipients, 
were made on the initiative of the 
Treasury or the Board of Customs ; and, 
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if the latter, whether the Board recom- 
mended for recognition any member or 
members of the Outdoor Department of 
Customs for services rendered in con- 
nection with the coal and sugar duties ; 
and ean he explain why, while an 
increase in salary was granted to the 
superintendent of messengers in the 
Indoor Department, no such recognition 
was obtained by any of the officials of 
the Outdoor Department. 


(Answer.) The number of officials who 
participated in the special grant was 
eight, and seven others received increases 
of salary. These were the only officers 
who were considered to have a claim to 
special recognition for the services in 
question. The payment of the bonuses 
did not absorb the balance of the 
savings on the Customs Vote. L| 
must respectfully decline to answer 
questions as to the nature of any con- 
fidential communications which may 
have passed between the Treasury and 
the Board of Customs.—(7veasury.) 


Customs Statistical Office—Annual Leave. 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if, in considera- 
tion of the amount of overtime duty 
performed in connection with the increase 
of work occasioned by the coal and sagar 
duties and the preparation of the annual 
statement of trade, and in view of the 
fact that Second Division and Port clerks 
in the Customs receive an additional seven 
days annual leave after five years service, 
he will consider an increase of the amount 
of annual leave granted to the senior 
clerks in the Customs Statistical Oftice. 


(4Answer.) Senior clerks in the Statistical 
Office under standing regulations (General 
Order 10/1899) are entitled to thirty-six 
days leave contingent on their giving 
seven hours daily attendance. It is not 
considered necessary to increase this 
amount.——-(7'reasury. ) 


Friendly Societies Investments. 

Sip SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the present advantages of invest- 
ment with the National Debt Com- 
missioners enjoyed by the — friendly 
societies under the provisions of See. 52, 
ch. 25, 59 and 60 Vie., would be atfected 
by a reduction of interest on savings 
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bank funds in 1903; whether the rate 
of interest now payable to friendly 
societies by trustee and Post Office 
savings banks will be affected by such 
reduction. 


(Ansuer.) When the interest on consols 
was reduced from 3 to 2} per cent., it 
was provided by the National Debt 
(Supplemental) Act, 1888,that the interest 
payable by the National Debt Com- 
missioners to friendly societies upon their 
investments on account of assurances 
effected after the 28th June, 1888, should 
not exceed 2¢ per cent. This left 
untouched the existing rates of 3d., 25d., 
and 2d. a day on assurances before that 
date. In the event of a reduction of the 
interest on the savings banks funds next 
year, it would preswinably be provided 
that the same reduction should apply to 
all investments which do not relate to 
assurances prior to the 28th June, 1s8s, 
maintaining for those assurances the 
existing privileged rates. As regards 
their deposits in the trustee and Post 
Office savings banks, the friendly societies 
would be treated like other depositors. 

(Treasury.) 


Episcopal Residences— Rateable Value. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire): To ask the hon. Member 
for West Salford, as Church Estates 
Commissioner, whether he can state the 
aggregate rateable value of the episcopal 
residences in England and Wales, exclusive 
of the new archiepiscopal residence at 
Canterbury. 


(4 nsaev r.) The rateable values of the 
episcopal residences are set out in the 
Church Property and Revenues Return 
(No. t 1891). The Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners have no later or other 
information as to such values.—(/ec/esi 
asticul Commission.) 


287, 0 


Worcester Episcopal Residence —-Hartle- 
bury Castle. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: To ask 
the hon. Member for West Salford, as 
Church Estates Commissioner. whether 
arrangements have been made for the 
sale by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. 
or on their behalf. of Hartlebury Castle. 
in the diocese of Worcester: if so. 
whether he will state the sum to be 
realised by such sale, and what sum the 
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Ecclesiastical Commissioners propose to 
spend on the provision of a new residence 
for the Bishop of Worcester. 
(Answer.)—The Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners have not made arrangements for 
the sale of Hartlebury Castle. They 
have, however, informed the Bishop of 
Worcester that, provided that a suitable 
residence can be obtained, or means be 
found for erecting such a residence, they 
are not unwilling to approve of the sale 
of Hartlebury Castle. No scheme for 
providing another episcopal residence for 
the See has been submitted to the Com- 
missioners. —(Leclesiastical Cominission. ) 


Navigation Laws. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he will cause a reprint 
of the Navigation Laws to be laid upon 
the Table, and consider as to whether 
their re-enactment is desirable in view of 
the efforts now being made to undermine 
British merchant shipping, and to trans 
fer it to foreign flags. 


(dasuer.) A comparative statement 
of the Navigation Laws of 1660, and 
those in torce in 1847, which appears to 
have been compiled at the loard of 
Trade, may be found at page 146 of the 
Fifth Report of the Select Committee of 
the House of Commons, No. 323, of 
is47, and I shall be prepared to have 
this statement reprinted it the hon. and 
gallant Member desires it. — (Lord of 
Trade.) 


Coronation Processions—Facilities for 
Members. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Shetiield, 
Hallam): To ask the First Commissioner 
ot Works whether, and, if so, up to what 
hour, holders of tickets for places on the 
House of Commons’ stands on 26th June 
will be permitted to proceed to such 
places by way of the subway leading 
from the Westminster station of the 
District Railway. 


(dusuer.) The subways leading into 
New Palace Yard will be open up to 10 
o'clock on the 26th for the convenience 
of Members and their friends holding 
tickets for the House of Commons’ 
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stands in New Palace Yard and Parlia- 
ment Square. The police will arrange 
to pass such seat-holders in arliament 
Square up to 10 o'clock, but it will bea 
distinct convenience if every effort is 
made to arrive as much before that hour 
as possible. —(Office of Works.) 


Danube Navigation Commission—British 
Representative. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he will state what are 
the duties of the Commissioner for the 
Navigation of the Danube, and whether 
he holds any other office (Civil Service 
Estimates, Class V., Vote 1, Item k). 


(dnswer.) By Article 16 of the Treaty 
of Paris of 30th -Mareh, 1856, it was 
agreed that, with a view to carrying out 
the arrangements of the preceding Article 
relative to the navigation of the Danube, 
a Commission, on which each of the high 
contracting parties should be represented 
by a delegate, should be charged to 
designate and to cause to be executed 
certain works, and to settle the dues for 
defraying the expenses connected with 
then. The British Commissionership 
has been for many years past combined 
with the Consular Post at Galatz.— 
(Fors iit Office.) 


International Slave Trade Bureaux. 

Mr. MOON: To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he will say what are the duties 
ot the International Slave Trade Bureaux 
or Bureau at Brussels and Zanzibar. 


(Ansuwer.) The duties of the Bureaux 
in question are defined in Chapter V. of 
the General Act of the Brussels Con- 


ference, signed 2nd July, 1890, and 
published in the “Map of Africa by 
Treaty,” Volume 1, p. 48. In this 
Act the Bureau is directed to draw 


up regulations with a view of securing 
the object of the institution, namely, 
the centralisation of documents and 
information which may be required 
for the repression of the slave trade in 
the maritime zone.—( Foreign Office.) 


Persian Gulf—Karun Steamship Subs idy 
Mr. MOON: To ask Under 


the 
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(Questions. 
whether he will explain why £500 is 
set down for the year 1902-3 in respect 
of a subsidy for a steam service on the 


Karun for six months up to 3lst 
December, 1901. 

(Answer.) The subsidy was only 
payable in case of a deficit being 


shown in the accounts of the Steam- 
ship Company for the six months 
ending 31st December, 1901. It could 
not, therefore, be paid until the audited 
accounts of the Company for that 
period had been presented.—(Foreign 
Office.) 


British Guiana and Brazil Arbitration. 
Mr. MOON: To the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the British Guiana and Brazil 
arbitration has yet commenced. 


(Ansuvr.) No, Sir. It is provided 
by Article V. of the Arbitration Treaty 
between this country and Brazil that 
the cases of the two parties shall be 
delivered to the arbitrator within a 
period not exceeding twelve months of 
the exchange of the ratifications of the 
Treaty. The ratifications were exchanged 
on 28th January last.—(Foreign Office.) 


ask 


Estimates for Unforeseen Missions 
and Services. 


Mr. MOON: To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he will give the sum set down 


for unforeseen missions and _— services 
for each of the ten years preceding 
1901-2. 


(duswer.) The amounts estimated for 
untoreseen missions and services during 
the ten years preceding 1901-2 are as 
follow :— 


£ 
ce EE a Ce ae 9, 1loO 
SIN onc nciatcdt sidan ts-ccenseabes dak 4,700 
IESE acts accedtaus densastoeaccnasaas 3.700 
WEEE a cedacascaccna: advasdpatccatevdad 6,900 
PN <i hsinct ccinsuacaakinecncmeten 10,300 
MNO ii 2, unin daleécevnavpeoravenis 7,050 
Dearie cis cstrcb ieckehoecauden sates 8.050 
NR oe acs panda cceecentandiovcacenes 6,650 
MNO occ sxsaananenccieavesicun 10,850 
ID sed setts sicsasseesbckes 12,150 


The expenditure is shown in the state- 
ments appended to the annual appro- 
priation Accounts which are laid before 
Parliament by the Comptroller and 
Auditor General.—(Foreiqu Office.) 
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Irish Evening School Teachers— 
rrears of Pay. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that some 
national teachers in Ireland who taught 
evening schools have not yet been paid 
for the term which ended in April; and 
whether he can state definitely when 
the money will be paid. 


(.dnswer.). Payment of the capitation 
rate in respect of evening continuation 
schools is made after an examination 
of the reports of the Board’s inspectors. 
The sessions of nearly 400 such schools 
ended in April, and payment has already 
been made in the eases of some 200 of 
these. . The work of examining the 
reports in the remaining cases is pro- 
ceeding as rapidly as_ possible, and 
payment will be made without avoidable 


dela y.—( Trish Offi ( .) 


Army Clothing Department Employees. 

Carrain NORTON (Newington, W): 
To ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office if he can state whether there 
is any intention of putting the packers 
in the Royal Army Clothing Department, 
Pimlico, on piecework ; whether the 
women machinists were recently asked 
to complete more quickly the new pattern 
shoulder straps, for which they were 
paid at the rate of 2s. Id. for ten pairs ; 
and whether the authorities are now re 
ducing the rate to Is. Sd. per ten pairs, 
in consequence of ihe fact that 





ecrtam 


skilled hands succeeded in getting through 
an unusual amount of work in the week. 
And, whether he will consider the 
advisability of allowing the supervisor to 
Issue two garments Instead of one, seemng 


that, under the present system, the hand 
sewer who is on piecework is frequently 
con elled to wa un | the machinists 


have finished the stitehing. 


(Answer. ) The question ot putting the 
pi } ers on } eCCOW i) Ss U ver CONS aerii- 
tion. Recent} there was a pressing 
dema for th ew pattern shoulder 
straps, but no  vnusual pressure Was 
pu ( t} Women W hinists, wio were 
wi!) shortly he reduced to ls. Sd., owing 
to the lar num of pairs which 


the average machinist has proved able 
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to turn out. 
graph, it is the general rule to issue two 
garments in all cases where practicable,— 
(War Office.) 


Orange River Colony—Compensation 

to Mr. P. Crause. 

Mr. MOON: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he ‘will 
state to whom, and in respect of what 
loss, £200 is paid for compensation allow- 
ance, in consequence of giving up the 
Orange Liver ‘Territory in 1854. 


(Ansuvr.) 1 understand that the com. 
pensation allowance is paid to Perey 
Crause, whose office of Secretary to the 
Government of the Orange Liver terti- 
tory was abolished when British Sover- 
eiguty was withdrawn in 1854. 
Office -) 


(Colonia! 


West African Delimitation Commission. 

Mr. MOON: To ask the Secretary of 
State for whether he will 
ture of the payments made 
the three West African De- 
limitation Commissions, payments whieh 


re | ! “ 
the Colomes 
Nadidate The li 


mn respect o 
n res} i i 


appear to average about £500 per month 
for each Commission. 


made on 
salaries, allowances, and 


(4isiver.) The payments are 
accoub. ¢ the 
Passi ce sO) the Boundary ( omlnissioners 
and tueir assistants, and of their camp 
equipment and scientific instruments, and 
hey also inelude a considerable item for 
the carrie who have to be provided 
, : ; : 


ocwiy to Lransport che (Commissioners 


and them stores,- Colonial Office.) 


Physical Traininy in Elementary Schools. 
Mr. PREESTLEY (Grantham): To ask 
the Vice-President of the Committee ot 
Council on whether he will 
the Education Return, refer- 
ring to the | physical 
raining in public elementary schools, 
presented to the House on 14th May, 
will be placed in the hands of Members 
of the House. 


Mducation 


state when 


mode ] cOUrse OT 


(Answe 


of the House 


seen there. 


.) The Return is in the Library 
of Commons, and can be 
No copies have been cireu 
lated, because a new edition of the model 
course Is shortly to be issue I, (Bourd of 


Education.) 


As regards the last para- 9 
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Bank of England and Powers of Attorney. 

Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.): 
To ask Mr. Attorney General whether 
he will explain why the Governors of the 
Bank of England and other bodies re- 
fuse to recognise and act on the office 
copy of a power of attorney, duly attested, 
stam pe .d, and issued by the High Court 
of Judicature ; and whether he will take 
steps, by legislation or otherwise, to put 
a stop to this practice. 


(Answer.) The production of theoriginal 
power of attorney is necessary to guard 
against the danger of forgery. I do not 
think that it would be for the publie ad- 
vantage that the present practice should 
be altered.—(.Vr. Attorney General.) 


Injured Animals'Act 1894. 

Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that the police refused to allow a 
horse that had been seriously injured in 
Piccadilly to be destroyed by anyone but 
a licensed knacker, though a veterinary 
surgeon had given the requisite certifi- 
eate; and whether he will take steps to 
make the police acquainted with the pro- 
visions of The Injured Animals Act, 
1894, which authorises a constable in 
such a case to destroy the horse himself 
or cause it to be dest royed ; and whether 
he will instruct the police to carry out 
all the provisions of that Act. 


Answer.) Tam in eommunication with 
the Commissioner of Police re — 
Question and hope to be able to give a 
further reply at a later date.—(//om 
Vifice.) 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa—Cape Constitution. 


Vr. MARKHAM —— 
Mansfield) I bee to ask ¢ secretary 
of State tor the Colonies Bs ther he has 


received any protest from the Prime 


Minister of ( Cape Colony in relation to 
Lord Mi Iner’ S aetion in recommending 


and toa 
cislative 


hoth to the lovalists 
\iember of the Cape F 
shi uld be dissolved by 
the suspension of the Constitution. 


private 
Council 
that his Ministry 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have no reason to 
believe that Lord Milner has taken the 
action imputed in the Question, and in 
any case I have received no protest from 
Sir Gordon Sprigg. 


Questions. 


Civil Administration in Cape Colony. 

Mr. MARKHAM: T beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
a public statement made by Mr. A. 


Wilmot, a Member of the Legislative 
Council of Cape Colony, to the effect that 
Lord Milner desires to establish a 


nominated Legislative Council in Cape 
Colony, and has recommended that this 
policy be adopted ; and if he has any 
official information respecting this state- 
ment. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: Neither Mr. 
Wilmot nor any one else is authorised to 
express Lord Milner’s views, and I have 
no statement to make on the subject at 
present. 


Government Land Purchases in the New 
Colonies. 

Mr. SCHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
i.) : [beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he will state 
what is the extent of land held by the 
Government in the Transvaal and Orange 
River Colony, and how much has been 
acquired by purchase, confiscation, or 
succession from the Governments of the 

te Republies ; whether the Government 
are purchasing land in either of the above 
colonies and what steps are being taken 
to make an English Settlement on such 
lands, and what is the total number of 
applicants with experience of farming and 
without previous experience respectively, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : [Information 
as to Government lands is published at 
pages 69 and 245 of Code 627, and I have 
no later information. ‘These lands passed 
to the colonial administrations upon the 
Republics. No land 
confiscation, Lord 
ai by purchase in the 
er Colony a numbe 
amMountire 


annexation of the 
has been acquired 
Milner 
Oran 
of ris 


has 
r of blocks 
altogether to over 


60.000 morgen. The ou 


1): 
ge IN 
stion the 
; . s+] ] + 
exact steps to be taken with regard to 


settlement is still under consideration, and 
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I cannot at present make any Statement. | 
The number of applicants both with and | 
without farming experience is large, but 
I cannot at present give the numbers. 


General Inquiry into the War. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Seeretarv of State for War, with reference 
to the general inquiry into the war and the 
publication of the results of inquiries into 
surrenders, whether he will state what 
form of inquiry, and what date of publi- 


cation recommend themselves to His 
Majesty's Government. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


ford): The Government are pledged to a 
general inqury into the war, if it is 
is desired, and they recognise that there 
is a desire for such an inquiry. They 
think the best form that such an inquiry 
could take would be by a small Royal 
Commission. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will a 
special inquiry be held into the meat 
contract for South Africa ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not think it 
would be desirable to proceed with a 
general inquiry and a series of special 
inquiries. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Can the right hon. Gentleman name a 
time when the appointment of the Com- 
mission will be proposed ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir, it is not 
possible now to mention any date. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Will the proposed Commission be an 
open or a secret inquiry ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: That is a matter 
which must have careful consideration, 
In all probability there will be some parts 
of the inquiry which will have to be con- | 
ducted in private. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Are we to understand | 
that by this Royal Commission there will | 
be a universal inquiry into all subjects, | 
including military questions, such as the | 
surrenders ? Will the same Commission | 


i 
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inquire into questions, say, of discipline, 
as wel! as such other questions as con- 
tracts ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I am not prepared 
at this moment to give the terms of the 
reference, but they will, no doubt, be of a 
general character. 


*Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Will there 
be any opportunity of considering whether 
a Royal Commission or a Committee of 
the House would be better for the purpose 
of the inquiry ? I would also ask whether 
the inquiry would not be better if it were 
sub-divided. This would be better than 
a roving inquiry over the whole field. 


| No answer was given. | 


Cost of the War. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spal- 
ding): I begtoask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if he will cause a Return to be 
prepared and issued during the present 
Session, giving details and totals of the 


various financial and fiscal measures 
taken to maintain the war in South 
Africa, both hefore and after October 


1899, and to include the expenses after 
the cessation of hostilities, with a view to 
showing the cost of the war up to the 
establishment of a normal state of affairs 
in South Africa. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): All the information that 
could at present be given is included in 
the Return moved for by the hon. 
Member ior the Poplar Division, in my 
revised Budget statement and in the 
revised statement of Army Expenditure 
recently circulated. If the hon. Member 
will communicate with me _ on the 
subject later on in the session I will 
consider whether any further details can 
then be supplied. 


Coronation— Representative Reservists 
from the late Seat of War. 


CAPTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, whether he will consider the advis- 


ability of publishing the names of the 


Reservists selected to return home to 
represent the Army at the Coronation. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: The “ Bavarian’ 
will not reach Southampton until the 
2th instant, and I am afraid it would 
be impossible to obtain the names of the 
men in time for circulation to the press. 
I do not think the great expense of 


J 


having the names telegraphed would be | 


justifia ble. 


Commander in Chief—Supposed 
Allowances. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD (Wool- 
wich): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will state what 
are the amount and character of the 
allowances of the Commander-in-Chief of 
the Army, in addition to those given in 
the Estimates. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There are no such 
allowances. 


Rhodesia—Threatened Native Rising in 
1900—-Chartered Company and Imperial 
Government. 

Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
on Ist March, 1900, a communication 
was received from the Chartered Com- 
pany, that the Company had received 
a cable from Bulawayo to the effect 
that a rising of the natives of Rhodesia 
was anticipate’, and whether on the 
same day the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs received a letter from 
Lord Grey, urging that artillery and 
troops should be sent at once from the 
Cape to the assistance of the Chartered 
Company; and, if so, will he state 
whether the Government at that par- 
ticular time acceded to this request, and 
whether this cost was paid by the 
Chartered Company. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The request of the 
Chartered Company for such assistance 
was communicated to Lord Roberts on 
the 28th February, 1900. It was, how- 
ever, impossible for the Commander-in- 
Chief to give any such assistance at the 
moment. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Now that the war 
is over, may | ask if the right hon. 
Gentleman will publish the correspond- 
ence which took place. He has not 
answered my (Question, whether the com- 
munication was received from Lord 
Grey. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I do not think 
there is any necessity to publish the 
correspondence. I have answered thie 
Question fully. 


Compulsory Labour in Rhodesia. 

Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has any information that 
compulsory labour is again being en- 
forced in Rhodesia, and seeing that Sir 
Richard Martin reported to the late 
Lord Rosmead in January, 1897, that 
one of the causes of the Rhodesian re- 
bellion of 1896 was due to the Chartered 
Company's officials, with the knowledge 
of the Company, obtaining compulsory 
labour by force, whether His Majesty's 
Government will order an inquiry into 
the causes which have again necessitated 
their sending armed forces to assist this 
Company in suppressing rebellion among 
the native population. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no 
such information. I am not aware of 
any rebellion among the native popula- 
tion, nor of any despatch of armed forces 
by His Majesty’s Government to assist 
the Company in an emergency which has 
not arisen. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Arising out of 
that answer, and following on my Ques- 
tion to the Secretary for War, may I 
ask whether any communication passed 
between the War Office and the right 
hon. Gentleman on the date mentioned— 
March Ist, 1900, in reference to the 
rebellion in Rhodesia. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That has 
nothing to do with the Question on the 
Paper, which refers to the present time. 
The ton, Member is now referring to 
something that took place two and a half 
years ago. 


Mr. MARKHAM: My (Question is 
whether the Government wiil order an 
inquiry into the causes which necessi- 
tated sending armed forces to the assist- 
ance of the Chartered Company in 1900. 
I will put another Question. 


Coronation Naval Review—Facilities 
for Colonial and Indian Troops. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: 
[ beg to ask the Secretary to the 
| Admiralty whether arrangements are 
Ss 
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being made by the Admiralty to enable 
the Colonial and Indian contingents 
of troops that will be present in this 
country, to visit the Coronation Naval 
Review at Spithead. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForstTEeR, Belfast, 
W.): Arrangements have been made to 
enable the Colonial and Indian troops 
present in this country to visit the 
Naval Review. The Colonial troops will 
embark at Southampton on the morning 


of the 2th inst., in the steamship 
“ Bavarian,” and the Indian troops in 
either the “Roslin Castle,’ or the 


“ Pilwara.” 


First Sea Lord of the Admiralty. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: | 
beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, whether he will state what 
are the amount and character the 


allowances of the First Sea Lord oi the 
Admiralty in addition to those given in 
the Estimates. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
Senior Naval Lord of the Admiralty is 
not in receipt of any allowances in 


addition to the emoluments indicated on 
Page 1l54 of the Naval Estimates. 


Armenian Disturbances—Claims of 
British Subjects. 


Me. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): | beg toask the Under 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether all claims by British subjects 
against the Turkish Government in 
respect of losses incurred during the 
Armenian massacres and the disturbances 
incidental thereto at Constantinople 
have been settled. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE. Rochester) : Majesty’s 
Ambassador at Constantinople has re- 


ported that these claims have been paid. 


lis 


Preservation of Big Game in Africa. 

Mr.SETON-KARR (St. Helens): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether any, and, if so. 
what further steps have recently been 
taken by His Majesty’s Government, either 
with or without the co-operation of 
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other Powers, to further protect large 
game in those parts of Africa within the 
spheres of British influence; in 
particular, what big-game reserves are 
now established in South, Central, and 
Eastern Africa, and by what means jg 
the sanctity of such preserves enforced; 
also whether a licence is now required 
to kill big game in any parts of British 
Africa, and, if so, under what restrictions 
and conditions such licences «are issued. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: Regulations for 
the preservation of large game in the 
British Protectorates in Africa ad- 
ministered by the Foreign Office have 
for some time beenin force. The present 
regulations are modelled on the con- 
clusions of the International Conference 
which met in London in May 1899 and 
have been published in the Several 
Protectorates. Copies are obtainable at 
the Foreign Office, and I shall be glad to 
supply one to my hon. friend. They 
fix certain reserves within which no 
shooting is allowed, and establish limita- 
tions of the amount of game which may 
be shot elsewhere. These regulations 
areprotected by penalties. In Exst Africa 
an officer entitled a Game Ranger has 
been appointed, whose duty it is to see 
that the Regulations are enforced. Any 
one visiting the Protectorates for the 
purposes of sport is required to pay for 
a licence; in East Africa and Uganda 
£50, in Somaliland £33, and in British 
Central Africa £25. There are regula- 
tions for the protection of game in 
South Africa and British West Africa, 
but questions as to these regions should 
be addressed to the Colonial Office. 


Vaccination Exemption Certificates. 

Mr. CHARLES SPENCER (North 
amptonshire, Mid.): I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General whether his attention 
has been called to the variety of practice 
as to the charging of fees for a certifi- 
cate of exemption from compulsory 
vaccination, and as to the doubts which 
exist as to the payment of such fees; 
and whether he can suggest any method 
for abolishing such fees. 


*THe SECRETARY orSTATE For THE 


HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcaiz, 
Croydon): Perhaps I may be allowed to | 
‘answer this. 


Since this 






matter was | 
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raised in Committee of Supply I have 
refreshed my memory with regard to it. 
It is true that the fees referred to vary 
in different places; but so also—and to 
a greater extent—do other fees similarly 
fixed hy Tables prepared by local author- 


ities. When the Tables are submitted 
for the approval of the Secretary 
oi State every effort is made to 
secure uniformity, but his power does 


not extend to enforcing it. Iam not 
aware of any doubt as to the power of 
the local authorities to fix such fees; 
but | may say that the Northampton- 
shire Standing Joint Committee have 
recently submitted to me a Table from 
which it would appear that they do not 
desire that such fees should be charged 
witlin their jurisdiction. 
receiving consideration. 


‘The matter is 


Mr. CHARLES SPENCER: 


what statute is the fee charged ? 


Under 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have not in my 
mind the particular statute of the general 
law which gives power to charge fees for 
certain services. 


Fatal Fire in the City. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): | beg 
toask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether the premises at 67, 
Queen Victoria Street, where the fire 
took place on the 9th June by which 
ten persons lost their lives, was a work- 
shop within the meaning of the Factory 
Act; and can he state whether the 
premises were erected after the Ist 
January, 1896, and whether forty people 
were employed there. 


*Mr. RITGHIE: No part of the 
buildings in which the fire took place 
was registered as a workshop under the 
Factory Act. The question whether any 
part was used for purposes entailing an 
obligation to so register the premises is 
éditticult one and | am causing enquiry 
to be made. The premises were erected 
before 1896, and even if any part ought 
to have been registered as a workshop, 
[ understand that only twenty-two 
persons were employed in that part. 

Mr. TENNANT: 


if the premises 


were not so registered, what was the 
Is it possible 


Teason of the omission ? 
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for anybody to carry on business in a 
workshop without registering his 


premises ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Ye, lam afraid it 
is possible to do so. It is the duty of 
the owner of a factory tc give notice to 
the Inspector for the purpose of registra- 
tion, andif he does not give notice he is, 
of course, liable to a penalty. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Llome Department, in view 
of the lives lost in the fire at 47, Queen 
Victoria Street, whether he intends to 
take such steps, by legislation or other- 
wise, as will in future secure the safety 
from fire of persons employed on the 
upper floors of high buildings. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The matter is a very 


serious one, and | shall fully consider 
the 


question whether legislation is 
necessary ; but before arriving at any 
must await the result of the 
In the 
meantime I will communicate with the 
London County Council, the authority 


primarily responsible in this matter. 


Inflammable Paints. 
Mr. TENNANT: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 


ment whether he can now state the 


steps which have been taken in redemp- 
tion 
August, 1901, to secure protection for 
workpeople engaged in painting with 
inflammable paints. 


of his promise of the 13th of 


*\Irn. RITCHIE: As the hon. Member 


is well aware the Act of last session greatly 
extended 
Factory Department in many directions: 
and of the new yuestions with which 
the Department has to deal none has 
presented greater difficulties or has re- 
ceived more attention than its extended 
duties with regard to docks and shipping. 
I hope soon to be in a position to issue 
a circular to dock and ship owners, and 
possibly to propose regulations in the 
interest of safety. 
my intention, in accordance with my 
promise, to 
with regard to the use of inflammable 
paints in ships. 


the responsibility of the 


When [ do so, it is 
make recommendations 


As the hon. Member is 
S 2 
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aware, | have no compulsory powers on 
the last point and can only make 
recommendations. 


Fifeshire Coal Industry. 

Mr. JOHN HOPE (Fife, W.): 1 beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether, seeing that the 
output of coal in Fifeshire has doubled 
during the last twenty-five years, and 
looking to the number of colliery disasters 
in the county recently, he will appoint 
additional inspectors of mines and make 
it a condition that one at least shall 
reside in Fifeshire. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Last year I author- 
ised the removal of the headquarters of 
the East Scotland Mining District from 
Glasgow to Edinburgh, and the transfer 
of a part of the Lanarkshire coalfield from 
that district to the West Scotland district. 
These steps were taken chiefly in order to 
give thelnspectors for Kast Scotland easier 
access to Fifeshire, and to allow them to 
devote more time to inspection in that 
county. I am satisfied that these 
measures are sufticient, that the Fife- 
shire mines receive adequate inspection, 
and that the Inspectors are within reach 
of any mine where their presence is 
required, 


Post Office Supervising Officials. 

Captain NORTON (Newington W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, whether he will cause an inquiry 
to be made with a view to ascertaining 
whether the recommendation of the 
Tweedmouth Committee, that it is unr- 
desirable that the wages of a supervising 
officer in the Postal Department should 
be lower than the wages of the class 
that he is supervising, is being carr ed 
out. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Postmaster 
General does not think any enquiry 
necessury on this point, as it isa general 
rule of the Service that the scale of 
supervising classes should exceed that 
of the classes subordinate to them. If 
the hon. Member can cite any instance 
in which this rule is not observed, he will 
perhaps be good enough to let the Post- 
master General know of it. 


Question Rules—Cost of New Arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITLEY : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he can 
state what is estimated to be the 
increased cost of paper, printing and 
binding due to the present method of 
carrying out the new rule with regard to 
Questions to which oral answers are not 
desired. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
On the assumption that the number of 
Questions remains on an average about 
the same as during the last few weeks, 
the Controller of the Stationery Office 
estimates the increased cost at about 
£1,700 for a session of ordinary length. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Will the hon. 
Gentleman consider the possibility of 
effecting economies under this head ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
That Question should be addressed to the 
House, and not to me. 


Police on Associated Estates in Ireland. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state the number of police doing duty 
under ordinary circumstances on what 
are called the associated estates in the 
west of Ireland, the number employed at 
the present date, the cost under ordinary 
circumstances, and the cost of the added 
force; and whether the district has to 
pay for the extra men now employed. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): The 
normal establishment of police in the 
area mentioned consists of thirty-nine 
men, whose cost would be about £260 
per month. Owing to the agitation 
against the payment of rent on the De 
Freyne and Murphy Estates, and _ the 
necessity for affording protection to the 
sheriff's officers and other persons in the 
pursuit of their lawful avocations, as well 
as to tenants who have left the combina- 
tion, the normal force has been largely 
increased, and there are at present eighty- 
three Police employed. Of the added force, 
twenty-two have been supplied from the 
country and their cost will be defrayed 
from the Constabulary Vote. One-halt 
of the cost of the remaining twenty-two 
men, amounting to £63 3s. 7d. pel 
month, is recoverable from local rates. 
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Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 


By what authority do the police assist 
bumbailiff’s and rent warners to collect 
back rents in Ireland ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Fair Rent Trials. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the 
number of fair rent cases that have been 
heard and determined by assistant Com- 
missioners during the year ending 31st 
March, 1902, the number of Commis- 
sioners employed for this purpose, and 
the average reduction on the previous 
rents. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
first term rents fixed was 2,242, and the 
average reduction on previous rents was 
l4per cent. The number of second term 
rents fixed in the same period was 7,852, 
and the average reduction on previous or 
first term rents was 21 per cent. The 


number of lay assistant Commissioners 
engaged upon sub-commissions during the | 


year was sixty-two. 


Land Purchase Applications, 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the 
number of applications under the Land 
Purchase Act of 1891 during the year 
ending 31st March, 1902, the number of 
sales completed in that year, and the 
average price paid by the purchasers ; 
also the number of applications received 
by the Land Commission since the in- 
troduction of the Land Purchase Bill in 
March last. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
applications under the Acts of 1891 and 
1836 lodged during the year ended 
3lst March last was 5,151. The number 
of sales completed in that period was 
7,786. The average number of years 
purchase of the rent was 17°9. The 
number of applications for loans received 
between the 25th March when the Bill 
pe introduced, and the 3lst May was 
O11, 


Land Judges Court. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
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of Ireland whether he can state the 
number of agricultural holdings sold in 
the Land Judges’ Court during the year 
ending 3lst March, 1902, distinguishing 
those sold under the fortieth section of 
the Act of 1896 and those sold under 
the ordinary powers of the Court ; also 
the price paid by the purchasers and 
the amount added by the judge to the 
price as fixed by the Land Commission. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There has not been 
sufficient time, in the brief interval since 
this Question appeared, to obtain infor- 
mation in respect of the full year men- 
tioned. But during the eleven months 
ended 28th February last the number 
of holdings sold in the Land Judges’ 
Court under Section 40 was 1,059. The 
amount of purchase money in guaranteed 
land stock was £262,794. The number 
of holdings sold otherwise than under 
Section 40 was 1,328, and the amount 
of purchase money in land stock £388,337. 
Information respecting the amount of 
cash added by the Land Judge is not 
readily available, and to procure it would, 
in the opinion of the Land Judge, make 
such a demand upon the time and labour 
of his staff as would seriously retard the 
working of the Court. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Are not the 
figures referred to in the last part of my 
Question already in existence in the 
annual Report, which is overdue ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have given the 
hon. Member all the information that 
has reached me. An official would have 
to be specially detached from his normal 
work in order to get what is asked for. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: But the figures 
are inthe Report of the Land Commission, 
which is overdue. Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inquire into that ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, I will inquire. 


Killeevan National School Teachers, 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg toask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Commissioners of National Education 
sti'l maintain that all national teachers 
have been paid the balance of residual 
grant for the vear 1900; and, if so, will 
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he explain why the case of Mr. Edward 
Graham, late principal teacher of Killee- 
van National School, county Monaghan, 
who retired from the service on 30th 
June, 1900, never came under the new 
system of payment, and was therefore 
entitled to six months balance at the 
time of his resignation, but has not yet 
been paid any portion of it : and whether, 
as formerly promised, he will grant the 


appointment of an independent auditor 


to inquire fully into this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Acting on infor- 
mation previously supplied, I have in- 
formed the House that the residual grant 
for the year 1900-1 had been paid in 
every case. 1 now learn that there have 
been some instances involving exceptional 
causes oi delay. | have, therefore, asked 
for further particulars of these cases. 
The sum ot £1 12s. 6d. due to Mr. 
Graham was, through inadvertence, not 
paid. It has now been remitted to him. 


Irish Resident: Magistrates. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (DownCo., 8.): | beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how many officers of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary have been appointed 
resident magistrates in Ireland since the 
appointment of the present Government, 
and how many ot them profess the 
Roman Catholie religion. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There have been 
five such appointments since July, 1895. 
None of the officers appointed are Roman 
Catholics. Of other persons appointed 
to the Resident Magistracy in the same 
period, three are Roman Catholics. 

Annaghmore Riot Trials. 

Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the Annaghmore rioters 
who have been returned for trial will be 
tried at the Armagh Assizes, or whether 
it is intended by the Crown to move for 
a change of venue. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The accused were 
returned for trial to the Armagh Assizes. 
The question whether the venue should 
be changed will be considered when the 
depositions have been received in due 
course from the Crown Solicitor. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid.): | 
beg to ask the Chiet Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to the pro- 
ceedings at the recent sittings of the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 
where appeals under the Labourers Acts 
were upheld because, as alleged, the 
Rural District Councils had not made out 
their case: and can he explain on what 
grounds this order is reversed by the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council; 
and why the petitioners are not required 
to prove their appeal. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The _ petitions 
against nine cottages were upheld as 
stated, but in eight cases the petitions 
were disinissed, and in thirty-one others 
settlements were effected between the 
parties. ‘The Judicial Committee invari- 
ably hears the evidence o! the petitioners 
against a and ot the District 
Council in support. The Committee, in 
allowing or disallowing an application, 
acts in pursuance of its statutory powers 
and does not announce reasons for its 
decisions. 


scheme, 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Is it not the fact 
that the Committee, in giving judgment, 
said the Rural District Councils had not 
made out their case | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe the pro- 
ceedings were public. Lam told the Com- 
mittee gave no reasons. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Irish labourers have no representation on 
the Privy Council, which is the ultimate 
court of appeal ? 


| No answer was returned. | 


Rutland Street, Limerick, Post Office. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the vacancy caused by the 
death of the late postmaster of the 
branch post office at Rutland Street, 
Limerick, has been filled up, and, if so, 
by whom, what are the qualifications of 
the person appointed, and has the person 
so appointed a residence in the locality. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
iiss Sarah O'Dell has been appointed 
sub-postmistress of the Rutland Street 
TS.O., Limerick. She has had con- 
siderable business experience, and bears 
an excellent character; she was the 
best qualified candidate for the post, 
will devote her whole time to the 
duties, and oifers suitable premises, of 
which she will become the tenant. 






Me. JOYCE: Has she a residence in 


the locality : 


Me. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
She olfers suitable premises; of _ course 
they must be in the locality. 


Education Bill. 

Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
X.W.): L beg to ask the Vice President 
f the Committee of Council on 
Education, with respect to Clauses 8 
and 13 of the Education Bill, whether 
he will state with whom will rest the 
power to prescribe fees, if any, in 
xhools not provided by the authority, 
ud who will be responsible for their 
‘llection; also, in will reside 
the authority to remit fees in a fee- 
paying school. 


) 


whom 


The tollowing Questions also appeared 
on the Paper: 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE: To ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Edueation, having regard 
to Clauses 8 and 13 of the Education 
Bill, will he state whether the money 
will be advanced in lump sums to the 
managers of schools to be accounted 
lor aiterwards, or will the local authority 
directly pay the teachers’ salaries and 
bills tor school maintenance; and, in 


the former case, will the details of 
expenditure of grants from the local 








authority to schools, not provided by 
that authority, be subject to the audit 
ot the Local Government Board Auditor. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: To ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education, whether, in the event of 
there being more than one Education 
Committee for elementary education, as 
provided for in Clause 12 of the Educa- 
tional Bill, each such Committee will 


have the power to fix the expenditure 
In its own district. 
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Mr. MANSFIELD: To ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education, whether the local authority 
will have power under Clause 8 of the 
Education Bill, to amalgamate neigh- 
bouring schools belonging to the same 
denomination, in a locality, or to re- 
organise their departments ; and will the 
local authority power to give 
instructions at centres in such subjects 
as cookery, and manual! instruction. 


(Juestions. 


have 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): ‘io ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of Couiicil 
on Kdueation, what are the incidental! 
or consequential provisions of the scheme 
or provisional order, under Clause 16, 
sub-section (2), of the Education bill; 
and do these affect the powers of the 
Cominittee, or only its constitution. 


Mr. GODDARD: To ask the Vice- 
President »f the Committee of Council 
on Edueation, whether, under Clause 8, 
sub-section 1, of the Education Bill, it 
will be the duty of managers to buy 
furniture in the case of a new denomina- 
tional school or to replace furniture ; 
and will the local authority have power 
to decide that such furniture shall be 
suitable for elementary school purposes. 


Sm THOMAS ROE (Derby): To ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of Council 
on Edueation whether, under Clause 10 
of the Education Bill, any elementary day 

with an average attendance of 
thirty children be eligible at any time 
to claim recognition from the Board of 
Education. 


i. } 
SCHOOL 


Sin THOMAS ROE: To ask the 
Vice - President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether the local 
authority have power, under Clause 7 
of the Education Bill, to establish regu- 
lations for the management of schools 
as given at present under Section 15, 
under the Act of 1870, for their own 
schools and for schools not provided by 
the authority. 


Sm THOMAS ROE: To ask the 
Vice - President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether the local 
authority have power, under Clause 8 
of the Education Bill, to make regula- 
tions dealing with school staff, salaries, 
and qualifications of teachers. 
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Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether, in areas in which 
Part III. of the Education Bill is 
adopted, school teachers at present 
occupying positions on Borough or 
County Councils will be required to 
resign such positions as a condition of 
their continued employment by the local 
education authority ; whether teachers 
employed in ex-board schools or in 
schools erected by the local education 
authority will be eligible for election 
to Borough or County Councils; and, 
if not, whether similar disabilities will 
apply to teachers engaged in other 
schools in the same areas. 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA.- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Owing to some misunderstanding 
my right hon. friend is not here, but | 
have been in communication with him 
about this long series of Questions, and 
we are certainly of opinion that it is 
extremely inconvenient to anticipate 
discussions in Committee stage by long 
interrogatories. I therefore hope hon. 
Members will reserve their Questions as 
far as possible till the Committee stage. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE: I would only 
point out that there are matters of detail 
on which the Bill gives no information 
whatever. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, but it is 
extremely difficult to deal with them by 
way of (Question and answer. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman’s answer apply to the follow- 
ing Questions on the Paper ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs): Could not the right 
hon. Gentleman deal with these Questions 
in a general statement ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In my opinion 
there are points in which the Bill will 
require to he modified, but they can be 
dealt with when we reach them in 
Committee. 





{COMMONS} 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


Has the right hon. Gentleman any State- 
ment to make as to business ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I imagine 
the most convenient course will be 
to adhere to our programme so far 
as it is not interfered with by the 
arrangement made last night between 
the right hon. Gentleman and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. I, therefore, 
propose to take the Education Bill on 
Thursday. 


MESSAGE TO THE LORDS—STEAMSHIP 
SUBSIDIES. 

Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
the Lords requesting that their Lordships 
will be pleased to give leave to the Lord 
Brassey to attend to be examined as a 
Witness before the Select Committee on 
Steamship Subsidies.—( Mr. Evelyn Cecil.) 


SUPPLY [l]TH ALLorrep pay]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{[Mr. Henry Hopnouse (Somersetshire, 
E.): In the Chair. } 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Crass IV. 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£86,580, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March 1903, for the Salaries 
and other Expenses of the British 
Museum, and of the Natural History 
Museum, including certain Grants in 
Aid.” 


(2.55) Srm THOMAS ESMON DE ( Wex- 
ford, N.) called attention to the question 
of the Irish gold ornaments acquired by 
the British Museum. As the case was 
sub judice he could not enter into the 
merits, but he would like to point out 
that a large question was involved. 
Aiter the British Museum authorities got 
possession of these ornaments the author- 
ity of the Irish law officers of the Crown 
was invoked. They did not act with 
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indecent haste, for they took two or 


three years to consider the point, but | 
‘the thin end of the wedge for obtaining 


eventually they came to the conclusion 
that the ornaments were illegally held 
by the British Museum. The English 
law officers had come to the same con- 
dusion. The Crown had made an 
application for the restoration of those 
ornaments as Crown property, and 
representations with the same object in 
view had also been made by the 
Treasury, but the British Museum still 
refused to give them up. Having dis- 
regarded the demand of the Crown 
against the advice of the British and 
Irish law officers there was no alternative 
but to go to law, and this course had 
been taken. Now the British Museum 
authorities were resisting this demand 
out of the pockets of the general tax- 
payer. That seemed to be 
ordinary situation. The taxpayers were 
to be put to very large legal costs, and 
the British Museum were to be supported 
in resisting this demand of the Crown at 
the expense of the taxpayers. He 
wished to ask the Treasury representa- 
tives on what grounds the costs of the 
British Museum were to be paid in this 
case by the State. It could hardly be 
said that the British Museum was a 
poverty stricken Corporation, and when 
they were acting against the advice of 
the law officers of England and Ireland, 
and resisting the Government of the 
country, he could not understand on what 
ground they could ask the Committee 
t» defray their legal expenses. 


Tae DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : There 
are no legal expenses under this Vote. 
They will come under the Vote for 
the law officers. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE said that 
on page 380 of the Estimates there was 
an item ‘‘ law expenses £20.” 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said it was 
perfectly correct, as stated by the Deputy 
Chairman, that no legal expenses for the 
trustees of the British Museum were 
included in this Vote. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE said the 


Committee had no information as to 
expenses 


What legal were included 


an extra-' 
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in that £20, and they were, therefore, 
quite at liberty to assume that this was 
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authority to incur certain additional 
expenditure upon legal matters. The 
trial would come on very soon and the 
costs would have to be paid. As those 
costs would not be put in the Vote next 
year, in the public interest they had a 
right to take the only opportunity they 
would have of protesting against public 
money being expended for what 
they regarded as most improper 
purposes. He submitted that this item of 
£20 might be taken to cover certain 
expenses in connection with the trial 
now pending. The last report of the 
trustees was dated the 31st of March, 
1900, but judging from the amount of 
money the British Museum had spent 
in increasing their collection he did not 
think there were any grounds for sup- 
posing that they were not able to pay 
their ordinary legal costs. He did not 
wish it to be thought that he objected 
totheir improving their collection, for as 
far as expenditure of public money went 
in regard to the British Museum or any 
other museum he should be one of the 
first to assist and to co-operate in any 
expenditure of money for improving 
museums and collections of art treasures 
for he thought it was the best form of 
expenditure which they could have. He 
objected to the British Museum enrich- 
ing their collection at the expense of 
Ireland, and he thought the trustees 
should be held liable for any illegal 
expenses which might be incurred. He 
was aware that the trustees could not be 
made liable personally, but when the 
taxpayers of this country voted £200,000 
a year for the purpose of keeping up 
the British Museum it was a most 
unreasonable demand to ask them to 
provide an additional sum for legal 
expenses. The Treasury ought to realise 
that in this matter they were trenching 
upon somewhat dangerous ground, for 
they were setting up a precedent which 
they might find very awkward in the 
future. He wished to know whether 
the Treasury, under similar circum- 
stances, would act in a similar way if an 
English or Scotch public body adopted 
a similar attitude to that which had been 
taken up by the British Museum. Sup- 
posing the National Museum of Scotland 
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desired to get back some valuable trove 
treasures which were at present in the 
British Museum, and went to enormous 
legal expense endeavouring to recover 
those articles would the Treasury treat 
the Scotch Museum in the same way 
as they were now treating the British 
Museum ? The Scotch Museum under 
those circumstances would have very 
much better grounds than the British 
Museum had, because there would be no 
bar in the shape of the English and 
Scotch law officers. Supposing that the 
lrish law officers decided that certain 
meetings in Ireland were illegal, and 
people attended them and were brought 
to trial would the Treasury pay their 
expenses If this precedent were estab- 
lished they would be bound to pay the 
expenses of prosecutions against the 
United Irish League. He did not know 
how far the Secretary to the Treasury 
was in a position to answer him but it 
was a very point, and in the 
interests of fair play in both countries 
he thought it a question which 
ought to be seriously considered, and he 
hoped the Committee would support him 
in bringing the question forward. 


ser1ous 


was 


He would now pass on to one or two 
other matters. On page 374 of the 


Estimates there 


“* The expenditure out of the Grants ineluded 
in this Estimate will be subject to audit by 
the Comptroller and Auditor General ; but the 


was a note which read— 






unexpended balances (if any) will not be 
surrendered.” 

He submitted that wasa somewhat 
unusual proceeding. At the end oi 
every year they had the ‘Treasury 


balances which were supposed to be the 
amount unexpended ot the money voted 
by Parliament, and he trusted that the 
same privileges in regard to these balances 
granted in the case of the British 
Museum would also be extended tothe 
Scottish and IJrish Museums. At the 
bottom of page 375 there was the follow- 
ing footnote 

‘The Director and Principal Librarian and 
five keepers of Departments are provided with 
official residences.” 
He wished to know if in the Dublin and 
Scottish museum and libraries the same 
officials were also allowed residences, and 
if not, why not? He thought they 
ought to have thesame treatment. He 
noticed on page 376 that there was an 


Sir Thomas Esmonde. 


(COMMONS} 
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item found, in addition to salaries, to 
attendants and servants for performing 
special duties. As far as he knew there 
was no similar provision made in the 
case of the Dublin Museum, and therefore 
they were entitled what were 
those special services. He was glad that 
they had the opportunity of adding to 
their salaries in this way, but he claimed 
that similar advantages should be 
extended to Ireland. On page 378 there 
was an item of £675 for the remunera- 
tion of persons not on the museum 
establishment, and he wished to know 
who those persons were, and what were 
the duties for which they obtained this 
remuneration? He did not think the 
Museum in Ireland was in a siinilar 
position. At the bottom of page 380 
there was a footnote which read— 


to ask 


“As opportunities arise during the re- 
arrangement of the collections, duplicate 
specimens are set aside for distribution among 
the local museums in the United Kingdom and 
for loans to exhibitions.” 


It was useful to allow museums to 
exchange specimens, but he did not 
understand whether the arrangement 


with the British Museum contemplated 
an exchange of duplicate specimens or 
simply disposing of them without any 
exchange whateyer. He wished to know 
if any of those specimens had gone across 
the Channel. In regard to the law costs 
in view of the trial, and the tact that 
the law officers of both countries were 
against the British Museum, he did not 
think it was fair that they should be 
allowed to indulge in such expenditure 
at the expense of the country. ‘There- 
fore, he begged to move the reduction of 
the Vote by £1,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries and Wages) be 
reduced by £100.”—(Sir_ Thos. Esmonde.) 


(3.26) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
said the hon. Baronet had raised a number 
of points of detail to which he was atraid 
that he could not give an answer quite so 
fully as heshould like, because he had had 
no notice of the hon. Baronet’s intention 
of raising them. He was afraid he could 
not answer all the points raised in the 
comparisons made between the National 
Museums in Dublin and Edinburgh and 
the British Museum as definitely as he 
should jlike, but if the, hon. Baronet 
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would give him notice he would make 
inquiries and communicate with him 
apon the subjects named. ‘The reference 
he made to persons remunerated who 
were not on the museum establishment 
yas explained in comparative fullness on 
‘| The sum was 





he face of the Vote itself. 
jor assistance required from gentlemen 
who were notin the regular employment 
@ the museum, in arranging special 
atalogues and other books which were 
required in the museum. The hon. 
Baronet would readily understand that it 
was desirable that the museum author- 
ities should haye some money pro- 
vided for the purpose of obtaining assis- 
tance outside the ordinary staff of the 
,and arrangements had _ been 
made irom time to time to procure such 
sistance in cataloguing and making 
radily available for the public use the 
various collections in the museum. H« 
was not personally aware of the kind of 
wrangement adopted, but he agreed 
with the hon. Baronet that all collections 
ought to have every precaution taken 
ior their preservation, and he could not 
believe that any reasonable precaution 
had been neglected. He did not com- 
plain of the constant comparisons made 
between the British Museum and the 
National Museum in Dublin, but per- 
laps the hon. Baronet would excuse him 
for saying that there incon- 
venience in discussing the Dublin collee- 
tion under the Vote for the British 
Museum. [An Hon. Memper: Perhaps 
weshall not get another chance. | 

With regard to the alleged unsatisfae- 
tory distribution of duplicate specimens, 
le was certain that any application from 
the authorities in Dublin would receive 
the most favourable consideration of the 
authorities of the British Museum. The 
tumber of specimens in any one year 
was not very large. He had hoped the 


museum 


was some 








tight hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Montrose, who was a Trustee of the 
British Museum, would have been 
present, as, on a previous occasion at 
anyrate, he intended to take the oppor- 
tunity afforded by this vote to make a 
statement on behalf of the Trustees of 
the British Museum, and doubtless he 
would have done his best to answer the 
questions which had been put. With 
regard to the note that unexpended 
balances would not be surrendered at 
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the end of the year, itshould be explained 
that the old system was that if the 
Trustees of one of these institutions did 
not spend the whole of their grant-in- 
aid in a particular year, they had to 
surrender the balance to the Exchecuer : 
they were not allowed to accumulate thir 
That was obviously a ni 

wasteful, inconvenient, and unsatisfac- 
tory regulation. It led to the Trustees 
buying up to the limit of their grant 
whatever happened to be in the market, 
without regard to whether or not it was 
the most useful, and it prevented the 


money. 


saving money for more expensive 
purchases, so that when the more 


expensive articles came into the market 
they had no reserve upon which to draw. 
with the result that, unless they could 
secure it out of the current grant € 
article was lost to the National Collection. 
hor now it had been the 
practice that it should be within tiv 
discretion of the Trustees to spend so 
much of the grant-in-aid for purchases 
as they thought fit, and to keep th 
halance and spend it in subsequent vears 
for the same purpose. Balances of am 
of their ordinary expenditure, were, ol 
course, subject to the ordinary rules of 
audit. 


some years 


Then, to come to the question of the 
Celtic gold ornaments, the hon. Baronet 
had recognised that any discussion on 
this subject at the present time was 
necessarily severely limited by the fact 
that the matter was before the courts 
and was to be brought to trial. The 
action was at the suit of the Crown. 
proceeding in the name of the Attorney- 
General, against the Trustees oi the 
British Museum, to have these gold 
ornaments declared to be treasure trove, 
and, therefore, the property of the Crown, 
the object being, it that declaration was 
obtained, to restore these ornaments to 
Dublin. The only question raised by 
the hon. Baronet was whether, unde 
these circumstances, the Crown was 
justified in defraying the expenses of the 
Trustees in defending the action, and 
how far that principle was to be carried. 
He could hardly be expected to lay down 
a general rule. Questions of this kind, 
happily, rarely arose, and they must be 
judged on their merits as they arose. 
The present case was a very peculiar one, 
in fact, he believed that such a case had 
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never before arisen in the whole history 
of our National Collections. As a general 


rule, there was the most cordial co-opera- | 
tion on the part of the Trustees of the. 
British Museum, and the Trustees of other | 


national collections recognised that on 
many occasions, and often with consider- 
able success, the Trustees of the British 
Museum had helped them to secure 
objects specially interesting to the 
particular country in which the institu- 
tion was situated. In the present case 
the Trustees had purchased, under circum- 
stances which had been laid fully before 
the House of Commons, certain gold 
ornaments. The question of the exact 
position of those ornaments was a very 
difficult and intricate one. The Trustees 


were not acting in defence of any personal | 


action of their own, but, as a statutory 
authority in pursuit of what they con- 
sidered to be their statutory duty, they 
had felt it necessary to retain these 
articles until the matter had been brought 
to trial and an authoritative decision 
obtained from the Courts. Under these 
circumstances, the Treasury thought it 
was a case in which, the matter being of 
great public interest, the costs on both 
sides might fairly be met out of public 
funds. He was sure the hon. Baronet 
would be the last person to wish to see 
the Trustees devoting money, which ought 
to be used in purchasing additions to 
their collections, to the carrying out of a 
law suit. As to whether if any other 
public authority understood an action 
the Treasury would pay the costs, each 
case must be decided on its merits, but it 
would be recognised that there was a 
difference between the case of a publi¢ 
body commencing an action on its own 
account, and that of a body defending an 
action brought against it on behalf of the 
Crown. This was the first case of that 
kind ; it was a very important one, and 
he hoped it would soon be settled in a 
way which would give satisfaction to all 
who were anxious that these Irish orna- 
ments should find their place in the 
national collection in Dublin. 


[Mr, JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) took the 
Chair. | 


(3.42.) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND 
(Clare, FE.) said the Secretary tothe Treasury 
had omitted to state certain circumstances 
which would have robbed the Trustees of 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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the British Museum of the sympathy 
with which he was anxious they should 
be regarded. The question of these gold 
ornaments and their custody had been 
discussed for many years, and the Trustees, 
instead of acting straightforwardly, had 
shifted their ground of defence from time 
to time. They first of all said that 
Ireland had no claim whatever, and then, 
when it was found that the First Lord of 
the Treasury and a great many Members 
were in sympathy with the Irish demand, 
they said they had no power to relinquish 
the custody of the ornaments. He then 
introduced a Bill to give them the power, 
and they thereupon again changed their 
ground, and one of their supporters was 
most active in preventing the Bill passing, 
The legal officers of the Crown then 
expressed the opinion that the Trustees 
had no legal right to hold the ornaments, 
and they once more shifted their ground 
and said they did not care a snap of the 
fingers for the law officers either in 
England or in Ireland. Thereupon the 
First Lord of the Treasury said that an 
action would be instituted at the instance 
of the Crown, and the Trustees now 
claimed to have their costs paid. He 
himself had many actions brought 
against him at the instance of the Crown, 
but he had never asked to have his costs 
paid for him, and if he had he would not 
have got them. He asked what was the 
exact position of this law suit, and what 
prospect there was of an early settlement 
being arrived at. These ornaments were 
discovered in Ireland ; they belonged to 
Ireland ; and they were twenty times more 
interesting to the average person in Ireland 
than to the average Englishman. The 
whole affair is an illustration of the 
absurdity of attempts to manage by the 
sritish House of Commons matters of a 
more or less trivial character in reterence 
to Ireland. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the Solicitor General was unable to say 
definitely when the case would come on. 
He hoped it would be tried before the 
Long Vacation, but it was not certain that 
that would be possible. There was a 
great deal of technical evidence to be 
obtained and prepared, and, while the 
Treasury were as anxious as any one that 
no time should be lost, it was most 
important that they should have all the 
evidence necessary before the case come 
to trial. 
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Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said 
that while nobody would dispute that 
these beautiful Celtic ornaments should 
be largely represented in Ireland, the fact 
remained that Dublin already had a mag- 
nificent collection of similar ornaments— 
in tact, a collection which was unique. If 
the view of the hon. Baronet were 
adopted, it would open up a very awk- 
ward problem, because then the museum 
of each nation would consist simply of 
articles belonging to that particular 


nation, and that would be a_ great 
disaster. He would be extremely sorry 


if none of these ornaments were 
exhibited in England, and whether or 
not they were proved to be, technically 
speaking, treasure trove, and it would 
be a misfortune if any action on the 
part of the Government brought about 
that result. 


Dre. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) could not agree with the 
suggestion that there should be official 
residences attached to the museum in 
lreland. He was entirely opposed to 
the principle. Not the least valuable 
recommendation of the late museum 
Committee was that the official residences 
attached to the South Kensington 
Museum should be abolished. Such 
buildings were a source of great danger 
from fire to the priceless collections 
contained in these institutions. No 
doubt the British Museum was a good 
old-fashioned solid building, and the 
danger there was much less, but it 
would be unfortunate if any sanction 
were given to the extension of that 
bad system. ‘The principle of not 
surrendering the unexpended balances 
was an excellent one. It was absurd 
that the Trustees should be obliged to 
spend the money simply because if 
they did not spend it in that particular 
year they would lose it. 


(5.56.) Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lan- 
arkshire, Partick) said there were 
two different questions at  issue— 
one the conduct of the authorities of 
the British Museum, and the other 
the wider and more important question 
these ornaments 
remain in London or the 
them be sent to Dublin. In 


of whether any of 
were to 


wh le ot 
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the British Museum there was a collec- 
tion of gold ornaments of all countries, 
and it was most important that Irish 
ornaments should take their proper 
place in that collection. Persons came 
to the British Museum from all quarters 
of the earth to study and compare the 
handiwork of different nations, and it 
would be a great misfortune if Ireland 
were not properly represented in that 
collection, as it would probably giv: 
foreigners a low opinion of Irish handi 
work. The general argument of th: 
hon. Baronet would carry — hin 
further, for if these Irish gold orna 
ments should, for the reasons stated. 
be transferred to Dublin, all the othe 


Irish articles in the British Museun: 
should also be sent there. These 
particular gold ornaments were, he 


believed, unique, and he understood 


that there was a serious question 
as to whether they were Irish 
at all. A strong argument had 


been put forward and maintained on 
high authority that they were only Irish 
because an Irish king acquired them in 
a raid upon England. If it was a case 
of spoiling the Saxon they were not Irish 
at all, and, if that was so, he thought 
London had a certain claim to reparation. 
He confessed that with regard to the 
conduct of the British- Museum Trustees. 
in relation to these ornaments, he coul: 
not see that hon. Members opposite hac 
any special grievance. It was known 
in Ireland that they could be bought, 
and, after an interval of about a couple of 
years, they were purchased for £600 by 
the Trustees of the British Museum and 
placed in the Museum. He thought the 
fact was that the British Museum autho- 
rities bought the ornaments before L[ris:)- 
men found ont that there was any speci:l 
and unique value to be put upon them. 
In connection with this matter a question 
of “treasure trove” came forward, and 
that would be decided in the courts of 
law. The Museum Trustees had 
attacked for not accepting the opinions 
of the law officers, but these opinions 
depended upon certain matters of fact 
which were in dispute. It was stated 
that the ornaments were treasure - trove 
articles, but that was challenged. The 
facts would have to be gone into in court, 
and until judgment had been given in 
the case it was not possible to express an 
opinion upon that matter. 


been 





Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that 
he would not deal with the sentimental 
side of the question, because that had 
been fully stated by hon. Members from 
Ireland. Nor would he follow the hon. 
Member for the Partick Division into 
the interesting historical problem where 
the ornaments came from. If they were 
not of Irish make, and if there 
nothing in the stvle and manner of 
design to indicate Irish origin, he should 
have thought that they were more likely 
to have been captured in the raids which 
were sometimes made by the [rish naval 
forces on the coasts of Gaul. It 
exiremely likely that if they were not of 


Was 


Was 


irish origin they were Scandinavian 
rather than English. The point he 


wished to refer to was the relative value 
of having historical antiquities of this 
kind placed in the British Museum or in 
a museum in Ireland. He did not 
understand that hon. Members from 
lreland argued that the other gold 
yrnaments inthe British Museum should 
necessarily be carried facross to Ireland. 
He did not think that it would be their 
interest to take that view of the case. 
Every patriotic Irishman would desire 
that in a great collection like that of the 
British Museum ancient [Irish art should 
be worthily. represented. The question 
was whether these articles should find 
their place in London or in Dublin. The 
Committee of course knew that no 
branch of knowledge had in recent years 
made more progress than that of pre- 
historic archeology, and that there was 
no branch of ancient art pursued with 
more zeal and by which more had_ been 
done, than the elucidation of history and 
of ancient civilisation through historic 
monuments which had come down to us. 
Anyone who specialised in these matters 
desired above all things that he should 
have the largest possible number of 
specimens of the same art and work 
brought together in the saine _ place. 
Therefore archeologists from Germany, 
France, or Italy who came to the 
United Kingdom for the purpose of pur- 
suing -tudies in ancient lrish art, would 
very much preler to have the largest 
accumulation in Dublin. The investiga 
tor would do far more in the interest of 
science ani history by having those 


ornaments placed in Dublin, where they 
could be compared with other ornaments 
of the same 


kind. In the interest of 
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archeological science, he ventured to 
submit to the Committee that it was 4 
not unimportant consideration that 
these ornaments would be better placed 
in Dublin than in London. 


(4.10.) Lorp; BALCARRES (Lane. 
shire, Chorley) said the logical conelu- 
sion to be drawn from what had been 
stated by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Aberdeen was that 
all Irish ornaments, not only in the 
British Museum but elsewhere, should 
be added to those in Dublin. 


Mr. BRYCE said he did not in the 
least intend to say that. What he said 
was that no patriotic Irishman would 
desire that a great collection like that at 
the British Museum should he deficient 
in a proper representation of Irish art. 


Lorp BALCARRES said the conclusion 
he came to from the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech was that they would be 
more useful for scientifie research in 
Dublin. The question of the origin of 
these ornaments was really outside the 
scope of the present discussion. One of 
the most competent archeologists in the 
British Isles had pointed out that the 
only analogous type known in this 
country was discovered within ten miles 
of ‘the City of London. He understood 
that the question now before the law 
courts would be settled in a short time. 
The trustees of the British Museum had 
been very much blamed for their action 
in this matter, but he had no sympathy 
with those who complained. ‘They found 
that these things were offered for sale in 
the open market by a dealer. The 
trustees of the Museum bought them at 
a price which was not excessive. He 
ventured to say that if the Museum had 
not succeeded in capturing these things 
at that moment they would have gone to 
people who are on the outlook for such 
articles in Berlin or Copenhagen, or pos 
sibly to private collectors in Paris and 
elsewhere who would have been delighted 
to get them. His opinion was that the 
Museum authorities had at any rate saved 
thesethings forthe British Isles. Whether 
they were to be retained in the British 
Museum, or sent to the museum at 
Dublin, was a question which he sup 
posed the law courts would settle 
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before Christmas. He hoped that what 
had happened in this case would open 
the eyes of the authorities in Ireland to 
the fact that it was necessary to be very 
prompt when antiquities were offered 
for sale in the market. Before the 
British Museum bought this collection, 
the articles composing it had passed 
from hand to hand of many peasants, 
until they came into the possession of 
a dealer, and finally found their resting- 
place in the British Museum. At any 
moment during that period the Royal 
Irish Academy, which had correspond- 
ents of extraordinary ability all over 
Ireland, might have become aware of 
the existence of these articles, and have 
had the question of their ownership 
tried there and then in the Irish courts. 
He had never concealed Ins opinion and 
lope that the collection would stay in 
London, but whatever the outcome 
might be, he trusted the Royal Irish 
Academy would never again allow such 
things to be handed about and sold 
before taking action for their recovery, 
which they were legally bound to do, 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said that an hon. Gentleman who 
had spoken seemed to fear that they 
wished to take away the whole collection 
t» Dublin from the British Museum. 
They were quite willing to leave the 
British Museum as many of the orna- 
ments as possible, because they were 
naturally interested that specimens of 
the ancient work and art of Ireland 
should be represented in London, to 
convey to the mind and eye of English- 
men an impression of the great advance 


in the rarest and most delicate arts 
of civilisation attained in Ireland by 
their ancestors, a doubt about which 


was sometimes expressed. The question 
at the present time was whether these 
ornaments belonged to Ireland or to 
England. An hon. Member had gone 
very far back in history to prove that 
they had originally been brought from 
England to Ireland. He hoped that that 
argument would not be brought before 
thecourts. His hon. friend the Member 
tor East Clare had been blamed for 
making an attack upon the trustees of 
the British Museum, but he had done 
nothing of the sort, either upon them as 
a body or as individuals. The trustees 
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in present charge of those articles be- 
lieved they had a right to them, and 
the Royal Irish Academy thought 
they had a right to them, and the 
latter, when both Irish and English 
declared that they should go back to 
Ireland, believed that they had a right 
to insist that there should be no greater 
delay in sending the articles back to 
Ireland. ‘This question had been raised 
in the House for six years, and he hoped 
that, as they had been informed, the 
matter would be settled before Christ- 
mas, and the articles sent back to 
Ireland. He agreed with the noble 
Lord the Member for Chorley in what 
he said as to the suthoritiesin Ireland. 
Undoubtedly they had been lax in their 
duty, and he hoped that what the noble 
Lord had said in reference to their negli- 
gence would have some effect on that hody, 
and that in future they would take more 
precautions in securing possession 


Edens 
4 ig trea- 
sure trove. 


e 


Mr. 
that the 


of 


POWER (Waterford, E.) said 

Irish party and the whole 
the country were deeply indebted to 
the hon. Members who had pressed this 
subject on the attention of Parliament 
with so much pertinacity. It might be 
said that this was a sentimental matter, 
but sentiment was an important fact in 
the history of a nation. He ventured to 
say that if these articles, which ‘were of 
great beauty, were returned to Ireland, 
for one person who looked at them now 
in the British Museum there would be 
twenty in Dublin. It had been said that 
the trustees of the British Museum 
should not be criticised on their action in 
this matter, but the trustees had changed 
their, ground in the most conspicuous 
and extraordinary way several times. 
He hoped that the Treasury would come 
to the assistance of the Irish authorities 
in respect of the law costs, as they had 
done in the case of the British Museum 
trustees. Hon. Members on both sides 
of the House would concur with the 
remarks of the noble Lord the Member 
for Chorley, and he trusted they would 
do something to quicken the authorities in 
Ireland to prevent articles of great 
national importance getting into private 
hands. There was a= small charge for 
opening the reading room beyond the 
regular hours. He wanted to know the 


Then, was the 
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Museum insured, even for a small part of 
its value; or was it not competent for 
the Crown to do so? He saw an item 
for the salary of the Electrician of the 


British Museum. He did not grudge 
that gentleman his salary, but he 


wished they could get a loan of him for 
the House of Commons. There were 
some parts of the House where the 
light was so bad that they could not 
see to read. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E. 
said there was no doubt as to the nation- 
ality of these ornaments. In the county 
of Londonderry there was not a person, 
from the oldest to the youngest, who did 
not take the most profound interest in 
them and who could not tell the place 
where they were found. They were 
perfectly sure they were Irish ornaments. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, in 
answer to the hon. Member for Water- 
ford East, said that the British Museum 


was not insured. It was not the practice 
of the Government to insure any of the 
property of the State. They were con- 
tent to be their own insurees. He hoped 
the Committee would now be ailowed to 
get on with the other business. 


(4.27.) Sin THOMAS ESMONDE said 
that their complaint was not against the 
Trustees of the British Museum for fighting 
for those ornaments, but it was extremely 
bad business for the Treasury to en- 
courage a great expenditure of public 
money in the fight. The Treasury were, 
in fact, to blame for the position in which 
the Roval Irish Academy and the British 


Museum found themselves. They, in 
Ireland, were perfectly willing tg give 
the British Museum many Irish orna- 


ments, but they wanted a certain number 
from this collection found in the county of 
Londonderry to complete their own col- 
Dublin. <All they had in 
any value was their collection 
Everything else of 
valne had gone abroad. Upon the point 
of the origin of these gold ornaments, 
they were Irish by nature, and one very 
eminent English archeologist had de- 
clared that they were “unique Irish gold 
ornaments. When, however, it was 
found that there was a chance of their 
going back to Ireland, the same eminent 
archwologist said they were not Irish 
gold ornaments at all. He thought the 
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Irish authorities, in regard to this canal 
deserved the strongest condemnation, and 
he hoped when the question was finally 
settled, steps would be taken by Pai- 
liament to make it impossible that such 
a thing could occur again with regard to 
Irish gold ornaments that might be found 
in the. future. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE ( sristol, 
KE.) called attention to the extraordinary 
nature of these proceedings. ‘T'wo public 
bodies, each kept up by public money, 
were entering into an expensive lawsuit, 
They were both advised by the law 
officials of the Crown, who would no 
doubt also be engaged in the case and 
receive high fees. Both the law officers 
of the Crown and the Treasury were 
agreed that these ornaments belon ged to 
Ireland, hut another public body, the 
Trustees of the British Museum, was going 
to law upon the matter, and the public 
would have to pay the costs of both sides. 
It seemed to him that the advice of the 
law ofticers of the Crown should have 
decided this matter, and not merely have 
been the prelude to an expensive lawsuit. 
He would like to know what the cost of 
the legal proceedings would be, and what 
fees would be received by the law officers 
of the Crown. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he could give no answer to either ques- 
tion. It was impossible to vive the infor 
mation for which the hon. Member asked. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
did not consider it right to enter into the 
question of what the law _ ofticers 
of the Crown received. ‘They were 
employed to say what in their opinion 
Was right or wrong. This matter was 
more the fault of the Secretary ‘o 
the Treasury or the cretury of State 
for the Home Department. They were 
the heads of the Departments inter- 
ested—the law officers of the Crown 
were only subordinates. He rose par- 
ticularly to ask a question with regard 
to certain grants in aid under this 
appropriation. As he understood, where 
unexpended balances were not surren- 
dered there was no proper audit by 
the Comptroller and Auditor General— 
all he required was the receipt of the 
authority for the whole sum in regard 
to the grant in aid; as he had no _ hope 
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sfobtaining the balance, all he wanted 
yas the voucher for the total sum. 
Under those circumstances it was mis- 
lading to say that grants in aid were 
subject to the audit of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General. There was an ex- 
wedingly large sum for appropriations in 
iid running through the whole account. 
vhich, in his opinion, certainly required 
some audit. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
vouchers were required. What was not 
required was the surrender of the 
balance. 


sik WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 

llxeston) said the natural desire of the 
lrish Members with regard to these gold 
wnaments, was that they should find a 
jone in Dublin. He appealed to the 
Secretary to the Treasury to use his 
inluenee to get this matter settled as 
juickly as possible. {t had been dragging, 
mifor years which was not surprising 
shen the money for both these litigating 
authorities was being found by the 
taxpayers. The unanimous opinion of 
the law officers of the Crown being that 
these ornaments ought to be returned to 
Irland, some arrangement whereby 
they conld be handed over should be 
yne to as quickly as possible. 


Mr. O'NELLUL (Antrim, Mid.) said he 
supported the hon. Baronet opposite in 
his desire to obtain possession of these 
ornaments for Lreland. He had always 
it that this was another grievance of Ire- 
land that these ornaments should have 
ven taken away, and that the Irish 
Government did not retain possession of 
maments found in that country. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said the whole proceeding with 
regard to these ornaments seemed to him 
extraordinary. Theamount paidaltogether 
iorthem was £600; the litigation that 
would ensue would cost some £5,000 or 
£6,000. That was a most preposterous 
state of things. He understood the Trus- 
tees had no objection to hand these orna- 
ments over, except that they had paid 
£600 for them. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 


understood to dissent. 


VOL. CIX. [Fountn Srrcu 


was 
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Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE said the 
Government had the whip hand of the 
Trustees, because they could stop the 
supplies, and he thought the Treasury 
ought to say that these were ornaments 
which belonged to Ireland and ought to 
be handed over to her. 


Lord BALCARRES said that the 
Trustees were prevented by the statute 
of their foundation from giving up what 
had passed into their possession. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
when a Bill was introduced empowering 
the Trustees to relinquish these orna 
ments it was opposed by the noble Lord 
on behalf of the Trustees. 


Mr. LLOYD-G2ORGE said that dis- 
posed of the /onu fides of the Trustees in 
the matter. Like all other Trustees, they 
were not allowed tu give up any property, 
but no one would condemn them foracting 
on the advice of the law officers Of the 
Crown. 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.) 
thought it was foolish to throw away so 
much money in litigation like this, The 
power one statute gave, another could 
take away, and it would be well if the 
Trustees of the British Museum consented 
to a Bil being passed giving them the 
power to hand these ornaments over. 
[hese ornaments were found in Ireland by 
a peasant farmer and sold by him to a 
dealer, and if the Irish authorities had 
managed these matters as they ought, these 
ornaments would never have crossed 
the Channel. The Trustees of the Britis|: 
Museum were right in buying them, but 
the opinion of the law officers of the 
Crowh Was that they be:ronged to Lreland, 
and the Treasury had consented to the r 
being handed over. The way to avoid 
all friction was for the Trustees to consent 
to a Bill being passed to give them power 
to do that which they could not, at 
present, do. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said this con- 
troversy had occupied considerable pubiic 
time, and the position at present was that 
two great public Departments of the 
State were about to enter into an enor- 
mously expensive litigation in order to 
decide whether the ‘Trustees of the 

T 
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British Museum should surrender orna- 
ments worth £600, which the First Lord 
of the Treasury had declared two years 
previously ought to be returned to 
lreland. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that the object of the action was to 
secure a declaration that these gold orna- 
ments were the property of the Crown, 
and not of the Trustees. If the Gevern- 


ment were successful in obtaining that | 


declaration, the ornaments would be 


restored to Dublin. 


Mr. DILLON said that, if the action | 


were not successful, the merits of the 
question of their restoration to Dublin 
would be unaffected. The result would 
then be that, after this great expense in 
litigation, the Government would have to 
introduce legislation, which they might 
do at first. If the Government were in 
earnest, the threat of legislation would be 
enough to settle the question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
all this loss of time and probable ex- 
renditure was the result of not taking 
his advice three years previously. Three 
or four years ago, encouraged by the 
statement of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, he introduced a simple Bill of one 
clause, giving power to the Trustees of 
the British Museum to hand over these 
ornaments, if they chose, to the Dublin 
Museum. That Bill was blocked by the 
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| noble Lord opposite and his friends, and 

the result was this waste of time, and cop. 
sequent waste of money, in litigation. 
| He supported the suggestion of the hon, 
Member for South Tyrone that a Bill 
should be passed by the Government to 
end this matter, and save the taxpayers 
this enormous expenditure. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that he could not make any promise at 
the moment about introducing legisla- 
tion. But the very action which was 
| now so much criticised was taken on the 
/representations of hon. Members from 
Ireland. He would consult with his 
|right hon. friend the First Lord of the 
| Treasury as to whether anything could 
be done on the lines suggested by the 


hon. Member for South Tyrone and 
others. 
Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 


N.E.) said he had much sympathy with 
the demand of the Irish Members, but 
he failed to see how the Government 
could goany further than they had done 
| in the matter. 


Sm THOMAS ESMONDE felt that he 
must take a division, but at the same 
he desired to express his appreciation of 
the tone of the debate. 

(5.0.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 155; 





Noes, 215. (Division List No. 221.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Abrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow. John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caidwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Lawrence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 


Mr. Dillon. 


Crean, Eugene 


Dewar, John A 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Capt. 
Doogan, P. CG. 


F french, Peter 


Fuller J.M. F. 





Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Crombie, John William 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

. (Inverness-sh. 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher : 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal,W. 


Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone,RtHn.H erbertJohn ’ Lee,ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 


| Geddard, Daniel Ford 

| Grant, Corrie 

| Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth. R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 

A. | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 

Hope, Jolin Deans (Fife West) 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Horniman, Fredertck John 
} Dunn, Sir William 

| Elibank, Master of 

| Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidst'ne 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


| Humphreys-Owen, Arthm C. 
| Hutton, Alfred E (Morley) 

| Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch.SirJohnGeorge Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 





Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
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Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Manrice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Llovd-George, David 

Lonsdale John Brownlee 
Lundon. W. 

MaeDounell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeil, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


MCann, James 

M Rae, George 
WHugh. Patrick A. 
WKean, John 


M Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mappin, yo Frederick Thorpe 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley. ¢ ‘har les (Breconshire) 
Murvhy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes. Sir George 

Nolaa.C John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil, William 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork 
OBrien, Kendal(Tippr ry Mid. 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James ( Wicklow, W. 


Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


Achind- Hood, ‘apt. SirAlex. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aenew, Sir Andrew, Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh 0. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt, Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Maneh’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.\( Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. Ger' ld W( Leeds 
Balfour. Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Bantury, Frederick George 
banes, Major George Edward 
Bartley, George, C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach. itt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Bullard. Sir Harry 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(GVsg’w 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. } 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rr. Hn. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain.J. Anste on(W’re’r 


gig Kelly, 


{12 JuNE 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, 
O Dowd, Johu 

James(Roscomun, N. 


1902) 
W.) 


| O Malley, William 


| O'Neill, 
| O'Shaughnessy, 


| te mengig Edw. H. 


Robert Torrens 
yey 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power. Patrick Joseph 


Hon. 


Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

arg _— James 
Reddy, 

Re emi John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 


fobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwanr, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


NOES. 


Athole 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 


| Cripps, Charles Alfred 





Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John €. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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Original Question again proposed. | this protest, not with any great hope Nes 
ae os ccleaner : of having it attended to, but he pointed f°” 
(5.15.) Mr. T. P. OOCONNOR (Liver: | + eer 
S Getiends annseel 0 Gels dee it out as one of the many absurdities in 
ep Meare: dir i gae e alarm | regard to the way the State treated those f_ 
at the contemplated removal by the people It i 
trustees of the Museum of documents | : Trea 
‘ial i ir SSessi . gee . TTC _ poms ; 
-~ A nigy ~ . their 7 e ~~ m4 “Sin FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 9! 
a large 20ple . > exis 
he Brit J a Te sms " se vi coe , questioned as a matter of order whether, ” 
: 4 ‘eae a oar Pi } ehgyeres eo" | as the removal to Hendon could only be —¢ 
os - 08 en oat ali “oe wenn wr “ | effected after legislation, the subject could §* ' 
etters, and journalists found material | 1. discussed in “Committee of Supply. ~~ 
for their researches, and to these such nec 
— would agg +d _— — Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said he had vie 
‘ . > re > »s crated | . ‘ 2 m ens 
i oe ao ecm : ~— i Pg ‘carefully considered that point before f° "" 
, > or ‘ ae ‘ > ‘ e SPEC 
he rs bate pape ger ye gre ’Y he addressed the Committee, and he i 
ey SRS Snes Ree Hae & | thought it would be found that. as this ‘H 
point that made housing difficult, but | Vote dealt with the salaries and wage: , 
m valk ei rn ee ee Ss a oe gee ee oe: ee id t 
= sao a ape ot judiciously done. }of the British Museum authorities, it Bj) 
e also took oceasion to renew an olten-| yas quite in order to discuss their policy. § 
made protest against the system by | Meds 
which the museum, without purchase,|  ‘pyy pEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I thinkit whic! 


| 
levied contributions for their collection | 
from publishers. Men and women gd 
made their living by letters were as a| 
rule a very poor body. The British | 
Museum had the right to demand a free | 
copy of every book—he was not sure 
whether it was not two or three copies 

from every author or publisher. If they 
were compelled to buy three copies no 
doubt they would get a great deal of 
rubbish, but then they would not be in 
a position to extort blackmail from those | 
who were unable to pay. 





He renewed | the removal of these newspapers wi 








would be out of order to discuss any- 
thing which requires legislation, but a: 
a matter of administration I think the 
discussion is in order. 
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*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
desired to offer a few remarks from the 
point of view of economy, because he 
thought they were all interested i in that at 
the present time. He found that the 
amount of money which would have t 
be spent at Hendon, in connection with 
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£18,000. If a person went to the British 
Museum and asked to see a newspaper it 
vould have to be brought from Hendon, 
and the reader could not see it until the 
following day. That would cause a 
considerable amount of expense to the 
public not only with regard to carriage 
hut labour as well, and he thought the 
juestion ought to be considered whether 
ornot it was necessary that this expense 
should be incurred at the present time. 
He understood that since 1895 the British 
Museum authorities had purchased all 
the houses and gardens on the east, north, 
and west sides of the British Museum, and 
that when the leases fell in, as they would 
yery soon, the British Museum authorities 
would have no less than thirteen acres of 
land at their disposal, in the midst of which 
the British Museum stood. Would it not 
therefore be wiser, instead of removing 
these newspapers to Hendon, andincurring 
the expense of £18,000, to wait until the 
leases fell in and then see if some arrange- 
ment could not be made by which the 
newspapers would be still kept at the 
Museum. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
It is with much reluctance that the 
Treasury have consented to the removal 
a these volumes to Hendon. We 
wsisted this proposal at first, but the 
tustees of the British Museum satisfied 
s that the present buildings were ex- 
nmely crowded, and that it was very 
neconomical to much space 
vas required for this purpose on a very ex- 
pensive and valuable site like Bloomsbury, 
specially when it is remembered that the 
xind of objects which it is proposed to put 
tHendon are things very rarely required, 
id the removal of which, it is believed, 
very little inconvenience to 
I quite agree that anything 
at all frequent demand by 
waders and the public must be kept in 
floomshbury, and housed in the parent 
institution, but the objects which it is 
wroposed to transfer to Hendon are back- 
les of provincial newspapers, and it is 
tremely rare that any of these news- 
fapers are asked for. Only matters of 
that kind, which are very rarely needed, 
will be transferred to Hendon, and we 
lave required a pledge from the trustees 
that they will use such powers as they 


use so as 


will cause 
the public. 
which is in 


jossess to destroy such matter as has no 
interest now, and which can have no 
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interest in the future. Among the 
printed matter are copies of every 


Christmas card published ; and, I think, 
when space is so valuable, Christmas 
cards, however interesting they might be, 
are not worthy of preservation with 
every other production of a prolific Press. 
I do not think we need keep a copy of 
every item of printed matter which is 
produced in this nation. I can assure 
the Committee that the trustees them- 
selves and the Treasury would view with 
the greatest jealousy anything which 
lessened the convenience of the public 
who use the great collection at the 
British Museum. Only such things will 
he transferred to Hendon as can be re- 
moved without inconvenience, and | 
would venture to remind the Committee 
that this transfer can only be made by 
legislation, with the authority of the 
House ; and I think it would be more 
convenient that the details should be 
reserved, as regards the collection to be 
transferred, until the Bill sanctioning the 
policy of the transfer is before the House. 
The hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool raised another 
question, which, I think, he will scarcely 
expect me to go into. I cannot under- 
take to enter into the discussion of the 
treatment men of literary ability receive 
at the hands of the British Museum 
authorities, and that is a task from 
which I confess I should shrink. I do not 
think, whatever may be our feelings in 
this matter, that we can expect the 
authorities of the British Museum to 
give up the right they have had trom 
their very foundation, which is a Parlia- 
mentary one, to require free copies of 
hooks. At anyrate, legislation would be 
required to make any change in regard 
to this matter, and as any proposal of 
this kind would be a very controversial 
matter, it would have very little chance 
of passing this year. 


WALTER FOSTER 
said a great many other things 
might be removed to Hendon with 
less public inconvenience than news- 
papers, which were frequently required tor 
reference, and sometimes very speedy 
reference. If those desirous ot making 
references had to wait twenty-four hours 
while huge volumes were being brought 
from Hendon to London, an amount of 
inconvenience would be caused which he 
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thought the publie would resent. He | Lorp BALCARRES said his hon, m0 
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had had occasion to refer to provincial | frie snd was not responsible tor the policy rr 
newspapers in order to aseertain the|of the Treasury then. But he had = 
accurate record oi t speeches made in the|a very great complaint against the ” 
country by Members of this House, and | Treasury because it intercepted £8,060, 
twenty-four or thirty-six hours delay | which was at present obtained as rent ; 
might have caused considerable incon tor the land adjoining the present it 
venience. The time might come when museum. 
the speeches of the hon. Member 
opposite, recorded in the proviucial press, Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN * 
might be objects of interest to Members | dissente - 
on this side of the House and to others. = 
That kind ot historical research had been Lorp BALCARRES said the amount - 
more or less indulged in by Members on was appropriated as a grant in aid. The 7 
both sides of the House, and it might museum authorities wished to obtain , 
be indulged in with advantage in future, authority to build on that ground, but ; 
but if the newspapers were housed at the Treasury said, “ You must bring in hel 
Hendon, the in juiry would be consider- a Bill and obtain for yourself the 

ably delayed. They were voting a con- right to remove the “newspapers. * 
siderable sum ot money for the purpose | Ot course the Bill did not commend 

of providing a depot at Hendon, but the ; itself to the House of Commons, and in re 
trustees of thy British Museum fi d defe; iting the B ill they defeated, not the sh 





obtained possession of an area. nearly | trustees of the Bi ‘itish Museum, but the 


thirteen acres in extent, adjoining the | ‘Treasury. The trustees had been re 


present buildings, on which there would presented as desiring to get rid of the 


be ample room to house the newspapers | newspapers, but they desired to do 
for man ears to come. It seemed to nothing of the kind. ar. 
? 1: : | Ve 
him a sl ge pol t » spend a large sun 
on building premises at Hendon as a] Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said he 
storave place for new spapers, which. if | understood that an Act of Parliament . 
they wer to be o: value for reference, | wis necessary before the new Spapers , 
should be in a place where they could ‘ould be transferred. There was on 
or at 7: <P Magis ie: , 
be consulted as quickly as possible. i the Estimates a sum of £5,000, which 1; 
‘ lis 
TOT AT CY . y _ jwas to be devoted to the yUrpose 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The |”; *. a 2s. the 
: : |of providing a building for the storage : 
need of spree is urgent at the present], : , sti 
. ae F < fof the newspapers at Hendon. That se 
time, and thetrustees cannot wait. Fae , bl 
j}was really putting the cart he fore the 
Sir WALTER FOSTER said they | hors Why should they provid ; pie 


to receive the papers before they had 


’ . | 
could send out to Hiendon some of the | “ r ea : 
jan Act of Parliament authorising their 


Cheisiuins eards and other things to 





. . ao 
which reference had been made, so that | *@"S ster? Would anything oe wi 
there might be space for the newspapers. the Estimates next — for the building Af 

lin course of erection? He _ presumed Br 

Lorp BALCARRES | said his hon.|that ultimately the cost of maintaining . 
friend on the ‘Treasury Bench had|the building would come under the J” 
referred to a Bill which was brougiit | British Museum Vote. . 
forward two years ago with the object of L. 
transferring to the provinces the news-}| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN h 
papers which had collected at the British |said there was a sum of money th 
Museum. ‘hat was not regarded with|taken in another Vote to carry outa > 
favour by the House. Did not what the] policy which required the approval of ps 
hon Gentleman said convey the idea| Parliament by legislation. That legisi« pe 
that the Bill was brought in on bs was now in another place, and % 
initiative of the trustees of the British | would in due course come down her. J ™ 
Museum ! | All he wished to ask the Committee was re 
| that they should discuss the matter o 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | the policy of the legislation on the Bill 
he was not at the Treasury then. itself rather than on the Vote for the 
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Nir Walter Foster. 
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sand that in framing the Estimates the 
freasury had proceeded on the assump- 
Bill would eventually 


. + +} 
tion that tne 


pass. 
Mr. GODDARD asked whether the 
timate cost would come on this Vote. 


Mr. L\USTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The ultimate cost of the land = or 
buidings will ne fall on this Vote, 
but anv staff which is required will, of 
course, be provi led by this Vote. 


65.45.) Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Shef- 


field Hallam) said that provision should 
be made tor the preservation of pro- 
incial newspapers, and rendering thei 
easy Of Access lor reference, as many ol 
them were better than the London 
Press. © suld not the freehold property 
equired yme time ago idjacent to the 
Museum be utilised in the near future for 


the'dispiay of the ext remely fine collection 


fsepulchral and monumental sculptures, 





ed by the late Sir Charles 

at present stored in cellars 

lhe hh nuld not be seen to 
lyantage. When these came to be 
woperly staged it was obvious that they 
would require a great deal of space, and, 
f course, it stood to reason that some 
listinction should he drawn between 
the things which we could afford to 
tore at what might be called the 


Bloomsbu y rate and the Hendon rate. 
Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) said that twelve 
igo he wanted to ascertain certain facts 
which could only be found in South 
Atrican newspapers. He went to the 
British Museum, and was told that the 
South African papers which he wanted 
were not kept in the Museum. He 
made an unsuccessful quest all over 
London for the papers, but was told that 
the papers had been regularly sent to 
the British Museum. He again went to 
the Museum, and was informed that the 
papers were not there. He asked that a 


months 


search might be made, and the result 
was that the papers were found in a 
cellar where they had been lying for 
years, but had not been catalogued on 
account of the expense, nor had they 
bound. 


been It appeared that the 
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money. tion. Members would under- Mu-seam authorities had funds for- 


meriy granted to them for binding 
these newspapers, but for twelve years, 


comprising the most interesting part 
of the history of the South African 
colonies and republics, there was no 


money for cataloguing or binding thes 
sa — 


records. Lhat was an instance of in 


credible part of 
freasury. The removal of these papers 
to [tendon would be a great 
ence. It might be 
that during those ; n 
singe member of the British public 

asked to consult a si paper ir 

South Africa in the British Museum 
ile asked the Secretary to the Treas: r'y 
to give a pledge that thos 
papers should be catalogued. 


meanness on the the 


inconvel.- 
interesting 


to state 


tweive years not 


singie 
a ee 
Valuable 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES thought it 
was quite clear that there must be some 
selection in regard to the 
preservation or destruction of the vast 
inass of papers and materials—including 
eards—which the british 
Museum was not only entitled to recciy 
but ré juired to aceept under the Copy- 
right Act. The purpose of 
tions in the British Museum 
afford an opportunity tor 
when such a necessity occurred, and 
tat ought to be provided for. That 
necessity had eight 
years £200,000 had been provided for 
acquiring the buildings adjacent to the 
Museum. [He understood the Secretary 
to the Treasury to say that the removal 
of the newspapers to Hendon had been 
lone at the insistence of the British 
Museum authorities, and that the 
Treasury had resisted it as long as they 
could. 


svstein of 


Christinas 


the coliee 
was to 
reference 


been foreseen ; for 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he did not think there was any difference 
between the Trustees and the Treasury 
on this matter. The Treasury had ob- 
jected to the housing of very bulky 
articles on an expensive piece of land in 
Bloomsbury when they thought they 
could be quite as well housed on a less 
expensive piece of land at Hendon. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that the 
hon. Gentleman’s remarks had certainly 
suggested to his mind that the Treasury 
had resisted the desire of the Museum 
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authorities to remove some of the papers 
to Hendon. He granted that there 
must necessarily be authority to decide 
what papers were to be kept and what 
destroyed, and what not destroyed should 
b: kept in the Museum and what else 
where. But who was to exercise the 
choice between Bloomsbury and Hendon ? 
I: appeared to him that it was not the 
Museum authorities but rather the 
Treasury which had exercised that choice, 
although the Trustees alone had the know- 
ledge and the responsibility. If the 
Trustees desired to fill the space available 
in the Museum with some of these news- 
papers, the Treasury might for once 
allow them to have the decision of the 
matter. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) 
said that the question of stimulating 
the Treasury to support the British 


Museum was a hardy annual. He 
remembered it twenty years ago. 
There was no doubt that there were 


vast numbers of treasures which would 
never be shown until a large and compre- 
hensive annexe was built to the museum. 
On the other hand, many of these 
treasures were not required in the 
sritish Museum. It was quite time that 
some careful inquiry should be made 
with the view of distributing some of 
these among the various 
museums and art schools in England, 
Ireland and Scotland. There was one 
particular department of the greatest 
possible importance to British art and 
trade which had never been properly 
displayed in the British Museum. It 
anyone went into a print-seller’s shop in 
London he would find that 80 per cent. 
ot the specimens of engraving and colour 
printing were the work of French, 
Italian, and German artists. In colour 
printing especially Germany and America 
were getting ahead of us. In Dresden, 
Florence, New York or Chicago, the 
prints and the specimens of colour work 
were not kept in portfolios, as in the 
British Museum, only to be extracted 
after a long process, but carefully framed 
and hune in situations where students 
could -it down and study or copy them. 
Ile knew of a ea-e of a voung student 
who came up to London to see a Rem- 
brandt print. It took him four days to 
vo through all the formalities before he 


Mr. Bowles. 


treasures 


(fibsow 
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could get into the British Museum jn 
order to view this particular print, and 
then he was not allowed to sit down and 
study it by himself. An_ official stood 
over him all the time. If they went to 
the great schools of art on the Continent 
they would see specimens of the very 
best work, which were immediately at 
the disposal of any student who wished 
to study them. ‘The difficulties to be 
overcome before one could see specimens 
at the British Museum were almost 
insurmountable, and unless they were 
able to go abroad to see examples 
and get the materials necessary to 
complete their training, engravers 
could not learn their business. The 
result was that this large and important 
business of decorative art was leaving 
the country, simply because the stores of 
material in our museums were not avail- 
able for the student. If the authorities 
took these things to Hendon, and _ had 
a building big enough, and placed these 
specimens in flat cases, such as he had 
seen in Dresden, he thought great good 
would result. There, when any specimen 
was required, it was brought out and 
laid in a glazed frame which lay flat 
upon the table, so that ail the detail could 
be perfectly seen. He had collected 
modern engravings for many years, but 
he had no hesitation in saving that 
nine-tenths of his best engravings were 
Freneh, Grerman and American. All 
this large and important industry had 
gone trom us, but we should very soon 
get it back if only facilities were given 
for the training of the students. What 
was wanted was to find what there was 
hidden out of sight in the Museum, and 
when tound make it accessible to the 
students in a practical and effective 
manner. 


(6.6.) Mr. BARTLEY said that anyone 
who had had to do with the establishment 
of museums knew that the great difficulty 
to be dealt with was the rapid accumula- 
tion of specimens and the disposal ot 
them. Everybody would admit that the 
time had come to distribute the treasures 
now hidden in the British Museum. It 
was impossible for all the books and 
newspapers to be kept together in one 
place. .\ few yearsago steps were taken 
toobtain this large site at Hendon, whieh 
would be of enormeus advantage, but 
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when it was obtained it would be far’ 
too valuable to fill up with provincial 
newspapers. He thought the movement, 
however, was a good one on the part of 
the Museum authorities, and hoped it 
would extend. Other sections of the 
Museum should be extended. He 
thought Bloomsbury, the most valuable 
and central site, was the place where 
the most valuable objects ought to be 
kept, but it was obvious that, owing to 
the growth of printing and of decora- 
tive art, everything could not be con- 
tained there. There were a number of 
things buried there which ought to be 
exhibited, and, in his opinion, there 
should be a careful weeding out of the 
specimens, which cculd then be distri- 
buted to different parts. He should be 
sorry to say that Christmas cards, for 
instance, were of no use, because, in 
years to come, they would form part of 
our history, so that the only thing to 
do was to sub-divide the Museum in 
way. He congratulated the 
Treasury on at last having come to the 
decision to allow this grant for this 
extension at Hendon. It was a step in 
the right direction, and he hoped it 
would be extended to other collections 
of the Museum. 


some 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) 
thought there should be attendants in 
the building to point out and explain 
the treasures in the building. A great 
many people went to look at the Museum, 
hut no steps were taken to indicate 
special objects of great interest which 
the visitors probably had no knowledge 
ot. He thought this field of education 
should be made use of by the appoint- 
ment of certain persons who should go 
through the Museum with parties and 
with schools and others, to point out 
ebjects of interest. Ile hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would eall the attention of 
the authorities to the desirability of 
appointing some attendants to act in 
this manner. 

Mr. HERBERT 


LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs) cordially agreed with the 
suggestion that the Museum should be 
subdivided, and advocated that such parts 
48 were of most interest to a particular 
district should be sent to that district. 
He suggested that a National Museum 


{12 JUNE 1902} 





Service Estimates. 550 
should be established in the Principality 
of Wales, such as had been established in 
Scotland and Ireland, and which were 
kept up by annual grants. He pointed 
out that there were many objects of Art 
which would be much more at home in 
Wales than inthe British Museum. For 
instance, of the books and newspapers 
that it was proposed to send to Hendon, 
he ventured to think those which re- 
lated to and were of advantage to Wales 
should be sent to Wales, where they 
could be preserved, and in course of time 
become part of the national history. The 
justice of the claim for a National 
museum for Wales had never been dis- 
puted, and he ventured to press on the 
hon. Gentleman, when the question of 
the relief of the British Museum was be- 
ing discussed, that he would turn his at- 
tention to Wales, and, by so doing, not 
only relieve the British Museum, but 
give to Wales an institution she had 
long desired to have. He also suggested 
that, as there wereinthe British Museum 
exhibitions of various kinds of particular 


periods in the lite of the nation, there 
should be an exhibition of articles relat- 
ing to the Principality of Wales. Such 


an exhibition would, he believed, cause a 
large influx of visitors. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that he thought the suggestion of send- 
ing the Welsh papers to Wales was a 
most excellent suggestion, but this was 
most delicate ground for him to tread 
upon, because before he held his pre 
sent office he supported a Bill having for 
one ot its objects the distribution of 
papers in this way, which had not met 
with any iavour. With regard to the 
amount set apart forthe British Museum, 
the noble Lord, if he looked at the ap- 
propriation, would see that it exceeded 
by over £1,000 the amount of last vear. 
With regard to the distribution of news- 
papers of a particular locality, they had 
no power to send those papers to the 
particular lecality ; they had no power 
to send them to Hendon unless power 
was given by the House. The whole of 
this Vote depended upon the passing of 
a legislative enactment now in another 
place. There appeared to be some little 
misapprehension as to the power exercised 
by the Treasury over the British Museum. 
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it was true that th 
mately responsible ior the amount of 
money granted, but the allocation of that 
amount must remain with the Tru-tees, 
and if prints and other 
objects in which hon. Members were 
interested did not get the attention they 
deserved, it was not the fault of the 


Treasury Was ulti 


papers and 


Treasury, be ise the Treasury did not 
intertcre with the allocation of the 
grant. As tothe suevesth n of anexhibi 
tion of articles relating to Wales, he 
would submit it to the Trustees: and as 
to having personally conducted tou 


arrange- 


round 


Museum, perhaps 
ments could be made without intertering 


too much with the general publie. 

Mir. MARKHA} sked whether sutii 
cien wit as provided tor cataloguing 
anu H ( 1 les 

Mi rE} HAMBERLAIN was 
unabi say. rh rustees of the 
British Museum had an iner sed grant 
of £1,000, and it was tor thi nd not 
for him to say ho that money was to 
be spent. Lie appealed to the Committee 
not to prolong this discussion, which 


had now extended over some three hours, 


but to come toa decision upon the matter 


Mr. COGHILL 
expressea in I 
the most inconvenient place which could 
have been found for the extension of the 
British Museun . and sugees 


(Stoke-upon-Trent) 


pinion that Hendon was 


ted that some 
tube 


accessible toe 


spot at the end of the twopenny 
would have been far more 


the public. 


*Sirn JOHN LENG (Dundee), as a news 
paper pi thoroughly con- 
curred with the idea expressed that the 
space at the disposal oi the British 
Museum could be muen better employed 
than by storing up piles of old news- 
papers. At the same time he hoped too 
much money would not be spent on 
Hendon. So far as Scotch newspapers 
were concerned, he would much prefer 
to have them Seotland. He 


tblisher, said 


kept in 


recommended the di centrali sation of the 
contents of the British Museum in this 
matter. 





Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether 
it was the fact that the Trustees of the 
British Museum had no right at the 
Mr, Austen Chamberlain. 
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Do2 


SeTcit i stiinutes. 


present time to send newspapers down 
to Scotland or elsewhere where it might 
be desirable that they should be sent. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN aid 


that that was the fact. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


[Mr. Jerrreys (Iiampshire, N.) took 
the Chair. 
2. £7,000 


), to complete the sum for 
Nationa! Gallery. 


{ yo) 1 )y i RY I HARSON it} t 
( \ - 


House he 


had aseat in the 
had brought up the question 
ofthe danger to national collections from 
fire. He heartily congratulated the First 
ommiussioner of Works on the ene: setic 
steps he had taken in the direction of 


affording the necessary protection. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
pointed out that the question the hon, 
Member desired to refer to, should be 
brought up on the Buildings Vote, as 
the First Commissioner ot Works was 
responsible for the care of the National 
Gallery in that sense. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON said | had 
discussed the question again and again 
on th present Vote without 
challenged. 


} 
being 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN thought 
the remarks of the hon. Member would 
be more appropriate on the Vote for the 
buildings 


Vote agreed to 


» 


3. £2,544, to complete 
National Portrait Gallery. 


the sum for 


Mr. CHARLES SPENCER (Northamp- 
tonshire, Mid) asked whether there was 
any possibility of increasing the space in 
the National Portrait Gallery. The 
pictures were so crammed already that 
in two or three years’ time there would 
be no room to hang a picture at all. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN was 
understood to say that that was matter 
which would have to be considered. 
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Vote agreed to. 


t, £2,816, to complete the sum for Wal- 


ce Coiuection. 


Mr. eee (Halifax) complained 
travagant way in which the 


of the 
Wallace ‘Callotien appeared to be 
managed. The amount tor glazing 
and cleaning pictures, labels, fittings, 
postage an { so on, Was more for this 
one collecion than for th pee | 
Gallery, the Tate Gallery and the National 
Porvrait trallery put together. Those 
three galleries took only £1,890 for the 
purposes numed, whereas the Wallace 
Collection asked for £2,750. The ex- 
tfravagant nanagement app ared to 
have atti ted the attention of the 
Comptroller | Auditor General, because 
in a recent fone rt, that official referred 
to tie pure se of eighteen elaborat 
hairs at the cost of £90, for the us 
slfors, and said 
the , nl iad been sn tte 
Ul i hw ) th i ry previotts 
= . «7 \ nw i “ 
ut 4 

It cert Iv seer ied th this collection 
was naced in an unnecessarily 
ext it inne! 





Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked why 
the visitors’ fees for admission ' 
students’ days were treated in this case 
as appropriations in aid, 
Case oO} 
they 
The latter was the proper way 
with these } 
be treated 
than in 


whereas, in the 
the National Portrait ee 
were paid i 
to ‘deal 


should they 


iees, but wl 
ntly in the 


) 


yeye 
auiere one case 


the other 


Sik JOHN STIRLING- MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College) speaking as a Trustee 
of the Wallace Collection, said that if the 
hon. Member for Halifax looked 
closely into the accounts he would find 
that his a pprehension as to the waste of 
money was not justified. The item for 
glazing did, at first sight, appear to be a 
large one, but it had to be remembered 
that an immense number of pictures con- 
tained in this collection were wholly un- 
glazed ut this time last year, whereas the 
picturesin other collections wer reglazedone | 
by one as they were purchased. There | 


more 
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were also expenses conpected with the fit- 
ting and strengthening of frames to bear 
a weight much greater than that of the 
picture itself. As to the seats, possibiy 
under ordinary circumstances there 
might have been a question about pay- 
ing so much for them, but this ex- 
tremely valuable collection was housed 
in what used to be a private dwelling 
ind there had been a 
part of the 
preserved, as P 
intended 


i, ad ¢ 


great wish on the 
that it 


arliament, he 


} 


should pe 
though 
monument of a great and 
Forthat reason the trustees 
had felt themselves justifi d in tn 


trustees 


noble house. 


a very ugly feature of an ordinary 

ny It the annual cost of this 
1 7 1 . 7 

gaiuery were ¢c mmpared with the Cay al 
at ie ak the collection it contained it 


would be seen that the country had a 
very good bargain with having 
only the amount for its 


represented by this Vot 





LLOR or THE IX- 
r M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol. 
Lihat it was within his own 
ledge that the truste: 

this splendid collection had not ot 
given great time and trouble to its 
proper nent and 


arrange? 
but they had devoted 





management, 
1 $ ’ 

aiso considera! 

} 


sums out of their own means to its 


interests. 


understood that 
was a new feature. _ 
that particular purpo 
is £2,500, while this yea! it 
Were the Committee to 
ant cipate a constant expenditure ot a 
similar sum yei year ¢ 





was £2,750. 


r by 


sir JOHN 


said 


STIRLING-MAXW ELL 
the expenditure would not be con 


stant, but there would certainly 
have to be a considerable sul 
expended on this purpose. Experts 


now regarded it as essential that 
every picture should be glazed. The 
Trustees, therefore, proposed to glaze the 
whole of the collection, and the work 
was being proceeded with as rapidly as 
possible. 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed» 
“ That a sum not exceeding £5,421,862, 
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be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Board of Education, and 
of the various Establishments connected 
therewith. including sundry grants-in- 
aid.” 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


5. £37,396, to complete the sum for 
Scientific Investigation, ete, United 
Kingdom, rc 8 ! 

(6.45.) Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Isling- 
ton, S.): called attention to the item of 
£13,000 for the international scheme of in- 
vestigation of problems connected with 
the North Sea Fisheries. Some time ago 
he put a question in the House upon this 
matter, and the answer he received was 
that pending the expenditure of this 
very considerable sum no steps were 
intended to be taken to deal with the 
undoubted process of depletion which 
was going on in connection with the 
North Sea fisheries. He had often heard 
charges made against the trawlers that 
they pursued their fishing in a manner 
which was destructive of the fisheries, 
but he believed that the whole of the 
trawling interest was most anxious that 
the question should be dealt with, and 
this view was confirmed and approved 
by the Reports of two recent Committees 
which sat upon this subject, and which 
found not only that the depletion of the 
fisheries was going on but also that it 
might be remedied. 3ut instead of 
taking any steps to remedy this the 
Government had abandoned a_ Bill 
which was introduced to deal with the 
fisheries, and they had now referred the 
matter for scientific investigation not 
only to bodies in our own country but 
to a Scientific International Commission, 
which seemed to him likely, not only to 
spend a large amount of money, but 
what was more important a very large 
anount of time, probably some years, 
in investigating a matter which might 
be said to be due to causes which were 
well known and which might easily be 
remedied. He thought this international 
procedure, sofarfrom being advantageous, 
would delay steps which ought to be 
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taken in the interests of fishermen. 
Those steps had been taken by other 
countries not nearly so maritime in 
character, and they had been found to 
be beneficial. He thought the time had 
come when this country should take its 
own course and deal with what was not 
only a danger to their maritime interests 
and to the food of the people, but also 
to the manning of the Navy which 
was very much connected with this 
question of fisheries. He would be very 
glad if the right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of this Vote would tell them what 
was proposed to be done in the matter, 
what length of time was likely to be 
devoted to it, and whether they might 
expect some steps to be taken on such 
lines as were proposed in the Bill 
introduced to deal with this question 
and which was afterwards withdrawn. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES denied that 
there was any depletion of _ the 
North Sea Fisheries going on, and said 
that, on the contrary, the amount of fish 
caught there was increasing. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: Yes, because 
there has been a very great increase 
in the catching power. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that did 
not matter, for if the amount of fish 
being caught was larger, instead of there 
being a depletion of the fisheries, it was 
a proof to the contrary, and it was a 
proof that there were plenty of fish to be 
caught. His hon. friend had gone out 
of his way to make an indirect attack 
upon him for the suecessful resistance 
he had given for six years to what was 
called the immature and undersized fish 
Bill. Perhaps his hon. friend would 
remember that the immediate cause of 
the abandonment of that miserable 
undersized fish Bill was that a Com- 
mittee reported against it. That Com- 
mittee reported a series of very important 
facts which were totally unknown before. 
They knew so little about the habits and 
movements of the fish of the sea that it 
was a most dangerous thing to venture 
upon legislation dealing with this ques- 
tion, and the Committee to which he 
had referred finally sealed the fate of the 
Undersized Fish Bill. Very little indeed 
was known about the habits of sea fish. 
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Take sprats, for instance. In his own 
little fishing place they kept a number 
of vessels to go out to sea to catch sprats, 
and no human being could tell whether 
the sprats would come on that coast or 
not. The present need was that they 
should get further information. It wasa 
disgrace to this country that whilst 
America spent £50,000, £60,000, or 
£70,000 collecting information and cireu- 
lating it amongst the fishermen, and 
utilising it in public Departments when 
they could to legislate on this subject, in 
England practically nothing was done in 
this direction. Our great need was the 
collection of facts and the ascertainment 
of the actual conditions which regulated 
not only the size of the fish but their 
habits and movements. He rejoiced, 
therefore, that the Government had 
made some departure in this direction, 
though it was not creditable to this 
country that it could not institute a 
proper system of investigation of its own 
independently of other nations. His own 
opinion was that they ought to have 
devoted a considerable sum of money to 
the establishment of a proper system of 
inquiry of their own, not merely in the 
North Sea but also round the coast of 
Ireland and other places. They ought 
not to have waited until this inquiry 
was suggested by foreign nations, for 
thev ought to have instituted a proper 
system of their own like the United 
States had done instead of being taken 
in tow by some foreign nations bordering 
on the North Sea who were making 
investigations which would be conducted 
largely in their own interests. Upon this 
matter was a strong advocate for 
scientific investigation. They must not 
go on imposing restrictions until they 
thoroughly understood the conditions 
under which they were legislating. At 
the present time they knew very little 
about this matter, and they could not 
deal with it with any security until they 
knew the facts. Although he welcomed 
this attempt to deal with the 
question, he regretted that it was not 
being undertaken by this country alone 
independently of foreign countries, and 
he urged His Majesty’s Government to 


he 


small 


consider most seriously whether it would 


not be wise for them to set up a proper 
inquiry for themselves. 
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(7.0.) Mr. CATHCART WASON (Ork 
ney and Shetland) said he did not in the 
least understand the argument of the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, who seemed to 
be entirely unacquainted with the cir- 
cumstances under which fishing was 
pursued in the North Sea. The Govern- 
ment had done well in consulting foreign 
Governments in this matter. Foreign 
Powers came so closely in touch with us 
in the North Sea, and all over the coasts 
of the Highlands and islands of Scotland, 
that it was of the utmost importance 
that we should work hand-in-hand with 
them in the scientific investigation of 
questions affecting the fishing industry, 
and in dealing with the laws and regula- 
tions in regard to trawlers. The powers 
of reproduction of fish were limited, and 
it was the duty of the Government to 
give the hard-working fisherman pro- 
tection against the depredations of what 
was known as the steam trawlers, which 
were, toagreat extent, depleting the shores 
of Scotland and Ireland of fish. It was 
quite true that enormous quantities of 
fish were, year by vear, brought to our 
markets by the steam trawlers, but it 
should not be forgotten that hundreds 
of steam trawlers were almost daily 
breaking the law by poaching on the 
Seotch shores, and interfering with the 
industry of the hard-working fishermen 
who fish in open boats. They only 
wanted the law to be carried out, but 
Gentleman on the Treasury Bench knew 
that it was being systematically evades 
He had no intention of giving a hostile 
vote, because what was now proposed, s0 
far as it went, was in the right direction. 
It was only last year that the Irish Members 
got the House to pass a Bill dealing with 
the question of trawling. The fishermen 
of Scotland were suffering from the 
want of a Trawling Bill, and as the 
Scotch assisted the Irish to get the r 
Measure last year, he sincerely hoped 
that when the opportunity come thi 
Irish Members would assist in getting an 
equally strict Measure passed for 
Scotland, so that trawlers might be 
kept in their proper place, and obliged 
to conduct their operations within the 
strict limits of the law. 
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shire, 


LAYLAND-BARRATT (Devon 
Torquay) said he represented 
one of the largest trawling ports in 
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England, and despite the sneers of hon. 
Members who knew nothing of the 
trawlers in the North Sea, the English 
Channel, or the Bristol Channel, he 
could state that these men carried on 
their work under most difficult conditions, 
and that they included some ot the 
finest sailors who were to be found 
anywhere. If it were necessary to call 
out the Naval Reserve to help in the case 
of a naval war he thought the trawlers 
would provide some of the ablest seamen. 
With regard to the investigations in the 
North Sea, he hoped the President of 
the Board of Trade would be able to 
explain to the House the reason why his 
Department had lent support to the 
plan which was to be carried out. He 
understood that some practical as well as 
scientifie men did not believe that the 
method of inquiry proposed to be 
adopted would really provide the in- 
formation that was desired. He 
hoped the ‘President of the Board of 
Trade would be able to give some infor- 
mation to the Committee as to what 
was being done in regard to the North 
Sea investigation. He thought that if 
the Beard of Trade, by a system ot 


small grants, would encourage the 
captains of trawlers to obtain and 


provide particulars of the times and 
places where fish were found, much more 
information would be obtained than by 
fitting out one or two special vessels. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) said he represented one of the 
oldest fisheries on the Kent coast where 
there was more business done with sailing 
smacks than at almost any other port 
in the Kingdom. His _ constituents 
connecte! with the fishing industry 
signed a petition against the Bill to which 
reference had been made. The Bill was 
referred to a Select Committee largely in 
its favour, but on hearing evidence they 
recommended the House not to proceed 
with it. No Government in the face of 
a report of that kind would have been 
justified in wasting the time of the 
House in preceeding with the Bill. He 
thought the Government were perfectly 
right to approach this subject from the 
standpoint of international conterence. 
The Govern ment deserved the support of 
the Committce in the line they had taken, 
namely, in declining to fly in the face of 
a Committee of the House. 

Mr. Layland-Barratt. 


‘COMS 


Estinates. 560 
THE BOARD 


IONS Sercice 


*THoe PRESIDENT or 
OF TRADE (Mr. 
Leeds, Central): I wish to explain 
in a few words the reasons which 
actuated the Government in approaching 


GERALD BaALrour, 


this particular aspect of fishery research, 
What is known as the Undersized Fish 
Bill has been referred to bv several 

raleep -} have eceded 1 T 
speakers who have preceded me. The 
Committee knows that the Bill was re- 
ferred toa Select Committee, who reported 
that it was not desirable to proceed with 
the Bill in the absence of further informa- 
tion. The Committee was a strong one, 
and was presided over by my right hon, 
friend the present Home Secretary, who 
is himself responsible for the Bill in 
question. | think the Members of the 
Committee when they entered upon the 
investigation were whelly predisposed to 
taking up the Bill, but notwithstanding 
that, the conclusion they came to was as | 
have stated. That Committee also made 
two important recommendations. While 
recommending that the Bill should not be 
proceeded with in the present state of in- 
formation, they added that 

‘In their view no effort ought to be spared, 
(first) to arrange for international treatment of 
the subjeet generally, and especially for the 
regulation of the North Sea area ; and (second) 
to provide for the adequate equipment of the 
Government Departments in charge of the 
subject, so that they may effectively pursue 
scientific investigation, and ascertain with 
sufliciency and precision what has been done 
either in the way of scientific research, or in 
the matter of practical legislation by other 
inquirers and other countries, with a view to 
determining whether, and if so what, legisla- 
tion may be desirable.” 
Now, the Government after that Report 
was issued naturally came to the con- 
clusion that it would be useless to intro- 
duce the Bill again, until something had 
been done towards carrying out these two 
important recommendations. We have 
tried to carry out both, and the reason 
why this sum of money is now asked 
for is that we may not destroy the 
prospects of that international co-opera- 
tion on which the Committee, I think, 
rightly laid so much stress. I do not 
pretend to say, not being an expert in 
fishing matters, whether the programme 
sketched out at the Christiania Congress 
is absolutely the best that could be 
That was not the problem 
The problem 


was, if we 


devised. 
before the Government. 
before the Government 
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declined totake our sharein that investi- | benefit it would be if a small sum—of 


gation what prospect there wou.’ be of 
securing international co-operation, with- 
out which we thought no progress couk 
be made in the matter. [I do not think 
we could have decided in any other sense. 
It is quite true, as the hon. Member 
opposite has said, that there is consider- 
able difference of opinion on this sub 


ject among experts in ichthyological 
matters, and a great deal of strong 


language has been bandied about on both 
In asking Parliament to vote this 
money the Government does not commit 
itself to the proposition that this is 
positively the best means of carrying out 
research in fishery matters, and, further, 
I may also remind the Committee that 
this is a temporary arrangement, which 
is to last for three or five years, as the 
case may be. Meanwhile, we have not 
lost sight of the necessity, on which the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn laid very 
proper stress, of inquiring in what 
manner we can carry on fishery research 
in a more permanent way on our own 
account. ACommittce hasbeenappointed 
to inquire howthis can best be done. and 
| hope that in future years some more 
systematic and methodical sclieme of 
ichthyological research may be devised. 


sides. 


| 


(7.16.) Mr.WILLIAM REDMOND said | 


that he happened to be a member of the 
Committee to which the right 
Gentleman the President of the Board 
of ‘Trade had referred. He quite agreed 
that the Bill had necessarily to be 


hon. | 


| of 


dropped, and also that this Vote was | 
to some extent carrying out the recom- | 


mendations of the Committee. He 
could not help reflecting, however, 
when he found this proposal to spend 
such a large amount of money on 
scientific research, that a much more 
moderate sum might be spent in obtain- 
ing practical results on the west coast 


of Ireland by inquiries from the fisher- , 


men there. He knew that the fisher- 
men were hampered in their industry 
because the very small sum of money 
for the repair of their harbours was 
refused, and it was hard, therefore, to 
consent to this Vote. The First Lord 
of the 
Ireland and the conditions of the fish- 


Treasury knew the West of | 


ing population there, and the great | 





course, nothing like this Vote—were 
granted tor providing and repairing 


harbours on the west coust of Lreland. 
The present Chief Secretary had also 
gone to the West of Ireland and had 
seen the lamentable conditions under 
which the fishermen there earried on 
their industry; and he asked the 
Covernment and the President of the 
Board of ‘Trade to seriously consider 


the position. When he was asked 
by his constituents, with reference 
to this Vote, he was obliged to tell 
them in the same breath that it 


was impossible to get the Committee 
of this House to vote even £5,000 to 
improve the position they were in. An 
hon. Gentleman on the other side had 
said that they in Ireland got everything 
they wanted, but that was not true. 
He was not going to move a reduction 
of the Vote himself, as he was on the 
Committee and believed that the 
money would be well spent. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that the hon. Gentleman would recognise 
that a Vote for scientific research could 
not be made use of for the repair of 
harbours in Ireland. He would remind 
the hon. Gentleman that the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland had had this 
question of improved harbour accom- 
modation on the coasts of Ireland under 
his careful consideration for some time, 
and that there had been a good deal 
communication between the Irish 
Government and the Treasury. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
was very much obliged to the Secretary 
to the Treasury. He perfectly under- 
stood that this money could not be used 
in that way, but there was no reason 
why the Government should not come 
down and ask for a Vote for the benefit 
of the harbours on the west coast of 
Ireland. In his constituency a Liverpool 
firm, that had been doing business on 
the west coast, employing 300 people, 
and distributing wages to the extent of 
£25,000 a vear, had been obliged to 
close their works of the 


on account 


miserable condition of certain harbours 
there. 
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Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) said that, 
as a representative of a fishing port, 
he hoped the scientific investiga- 
tions would be extended to other seas 
(such as the English Channel) than the 
North Sea. It was very desirable to 
guard the interests of the fishermen 
in the Channel, who very often suffered 
great loss through the destruction of 
their nets. He hoped his right lion. 
friend would consider whether a gun- 
boat might not be sent to protect them 
against the infliction of such injury. 


Mr. LAYLAND-BARRATT asked if 
he was right in understanding the state- 
ment of the President of the Board of 
Trade to mean that the decision of the 
Government to take part in International 
Investigations in connection with the 
North Sea Fisheries would not in any 
way affect the position or proceedings 
of the Ichthvological Committee, aud 
would not in any way limit the Govern- 
ment’s freedom of action in dealing with 
any recommendations which that Com- 
mittee might make. 

Mr AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
assented 


Vote agreed to, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £78,706, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will cone in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the 31st 
dav of March, 1903, for Grants-in-Aid 
of the Expenses of certain Universities 
and Colleges in Great Britain, and of 
the Expenses under The Welsh Inter- 
mediate Education Act, 1889.” 


Mr. BRYN MOR JONES (Swansea, Dis- 
trict) said he begged to move the reduction 
of this vote by the sum of £1,700. He 
explained that he did not do so because 
he had any objection to the University 
Colleges, but to call attention to the very 
exceptional treatment afforded to one 
college, viz., King’s College, London. 
Being a London graduate himself, he 
desired not to be misunderstood in regard 
to his attitude towards this great institu- 
tion, King’s College. He knew, from 
his own personal knowledge, how well | 
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equipped a college it was and what 
admirable work it had done in the past 
But he felt bound to express a consider 
able body of opinion in the country, and 
amongst the graduates in London, against 
the vote of £1,700 to King’s College 
until they had altered their constitution, 
They objected, in the first place, because it 
was frankly a denominational Church of 
England college ; secondly, because they 
could see no sound reason for the excep 
tional treatment accorded to it: and. 
thirdly, because the resisting restrictions 
under the Act of 1882 in regard to the ap. 
pointment of officers and professors tended 
to impair the educational efficiency of the 
institution. This matter had net been 
raised for the first time. About the year 
1896, when the New Treasury Minute 
was being prepared allocating grants to 
colleges, Mr. Carvel Williams brought 
the matter before the House, and in a 
very temperate speech explained the 
restrictions on the appoiutment of 
officers and professors ; and although no 
division was taken the discussion was 
taken part in by the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Islington, himself 
a distinguished graduate of the college, 
who agreed that the existing restrictions 
were illusory and ought to be abolished 


as soon as possible. So far as he 
understood, nothing had vet been 


done to remove these restrictions. No 
body on that side of the House wished 
to approach this question in any narrow 
or Ingotted spirit, but in regard to Clause 
12 of the Act of 1882 they had a distinet 
grievance. Under that clause no new 
officers, no new professors, and no new 
teachers except, he thought, the pro- 
fessors of Oriental languages, could be 
appointed to these offices uniess they 
were members of the Church of England. 
Not only was that wrong from the 
point of view of the educational etticiency 
of the college, but it imposed a very 
unfair stigma upon many distinguished 
graduates of the Univerity of London 
who had a right to aspire to those high 
positions. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House, 


Resolutions to be reported upon 
Monday next; Committee also report 
progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


EASTBOURNE CORPORATION 
(BY ORDER). 
As amended, considered. 


BILL 


(9.0.) Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavi- 
stock) moved to omit Clause 9. He said 
that under this clause the Eastbourne Cor- 
porati n proposed to take from the Board 
of Guardians the right to collect the poor 
rates. ‘That right they had enjoyed 
since 1837, and they were very much 
opposed to any alteration being made 
in this direction. Unfortunately the 
guardians did not appear by petition in 
opposition to this Bill when it was before 
the Committee. He confessed he raised 
the point at thisstage of the proceedings 
with great reluctance, and he should 
not do so were it not for an important 
principle, as he thought, involved. The 
Board of Guardians were influenced, 
he might say, in abstaining from petition- 
ing for two reasons. The first was 
because they received a circular from the 
local Government Board stating that 
they had suggested to the Committee 
that the clause should be disallowed, and 
considering and hoping that the Com- 
mittee would be advised by this sugges- 
tion, and having regard to the expense 
of petitioning against it, they abstained. 
But so strongly did they object to this 
cause that they had urged the Council 
of the Poor Law Associations of England 
and Wales to seek to save them from 
the imposition of this clause. The 
Council of the Poor Law Association 
hid again and again discussed this 


question, and they were strongly opposed | 


to any such alteration as was proposed. 
The Guardians felt that it was right 
they should retain in their hands the 
appointment of the men who collected 
the funds which they had to administer. 
He was aware that the Local Taxation 
Commission made some recommendation 
inthe direction of the clause, but with 
references to that there was an instruc- 
tion, at least a recommendation, from 
the Local Government Board placed 


VOL. GLX. [FourtH SERtIEs.1 


2 JuNE 1902} 


566 
' before the Committee when dealing with 
this Bill, in which they said that the 
Royal Commission on Local Taxation 
had recommended that the collection of 
all rates in boroughs should be made by 
the Borough Councils, but the Board 
submitted that if the law in this respect 
was to be altered this should be done 
by a general measure, and not by local 
Acts as regarded each particular case. 
The Board of Guardians, of course, had 
the right to oppose the Bill in the House 
of Lords, and that they had unanimously 
resolved to do; but surely it was very 
undesirable that a public body should 
have to use the funds drawn from the 
rates in resisting on the part of another 
public body a proposal such as was 
contained in this clause. He ventured 
to express the hope that there would 
be such a co-operation of opposition on 
the part of that House against an 
important question of this kind being 
dealt with by a private Bill that an 
appeal to the House of Lords would be 
rendered unnecessary. By the trans-- 
ference of these powers from the Board 
of Guardians to the Borough Councils 
there;would be {no saving to the rate- 
payer. He hoped the House would see 
fit to eliminate this clause from the Bill. 


Corporation Bill. 


Amendment proposed. 
“To leave out Clause 9 :—(Mr. Spear.”’) 


Question proposed, ‘That Clause 9 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. HOGG (Sussex, Eastbourne) 
said he had listened with great 
interest to the arguments used by the 
Hon. Member for Tavistock in favour of 
the Amendment, but he was at a loss to 
understand how he could for a moment 
expect the House to reject his clause 


which had actually been passed in 
Committee. Why was not this ques- 
tion raised before the Committee? 


It appeared to him a matter of detail and 


not of principle, and he thought they 
had too frequently of late departed from 
the traditions of the House in matters 
ot this sort. If the Committee, after 
due consideration, did not see fit that 
this Clause should be eliminated, why 
was not evidence brought before the 
Committee, so that they might hear 
both sides?’ The hon. Gentleman who 
U 








567 Easthourne 
had just sat down appeared to speak as 
Chairman of the Guardians’ Association. 
He failed to see what he had to do with 
the Eastbourne Division. On their side 
they might have brought forward the 
Chairman of the Borough Councils. But 
that, in their view, was unnecessary. The 
House had always supported its Com- 
mittees, and they looked to the House to 
support the Committee now. He would 
like to point out that a corresponding 


clause had been passed in Bills for 
Brighton, Hastings, Portsmouth, St. 


Helens, West Ham, Scarborough, York, 
and Hull. Not least they had the 
London Government Act of 1899, which 
give a similar power to that which was 
being asked for here. In addition to 
that, there was a poll on this Bill at 
Eastbourne, and the result was 4,700 of 
the ratepayers in favour of it to 2,000 
against it. The collectors opposed it, he 
was told, but afterwards they agreed to 
it on certain conditions, which had been 
embraced in the Bill. He maintained 
that the costYof collection would be con- 
siderably less, because the same men who 
collected the district rates would collect 
the poor rates. He did not think there 
would be any difficulty as to payments, 
because everything would be done to 


meet the wishes of the ratepayers. In 
1900 the Local Taxation Committee 


said that the collection of all rates and 
taxes in boroughs should be made by 


the Borough Council, and in urban 
districts by the Guardians. If the House 
departed from the old traditions of 


carrying out the decision of the Com- 
mittee they would have had an absolute 
waste of time, and all their work would 
have been abortive. He begged to 
oppose the Amendment. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
thought the House should support 
the Committee, because the Guardians 
who were now opposing this clause 
had ample opportunity of doing so 
before the Committee. and did not take 
advantage of it. It seemed to him that 
the opposition to the clause was an 
afterthought on the part of certain 
persons interested in the collection of 
rates, and he hoped the House would 
not consent to the rejection of the clause. 


Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.), as a member of the Committee, could 
Mr. Hogg. 
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not agree with the argument that a 
small reform of this sort should wait 
until a public Act was passed. Where 
good cause was shown, and there wag no 
strong local opposition to such a clause, 
it was the practice to grant it, more 
especially as this Clause coincided with 
the Report of tne Royal Commission on 
Local Taxation, and it was evidently jp 
the interests of economy and good ad- 
ministration that the rates should be 
collected under one head. He believed 
it was a convenience to the public not to 
have several different collectors. He 
thought the Committee were fully 
justified in granting this Clause, as had 
been done in so many other cases, and 
he therefore supported their action. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said he believed he was correct 
in saying that every corporation which 
had asked for the right of collecting the 
poor rates had been granted the 
power. At St. Helens an annual 
saving of £800 had been effected. The 
Local Government Board was, it should 
be remembered, an overworked Depart- 
ment. 


THe SECRETARY vo tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) said it 
was stated in the circular of the pro- 
moters that this was necessary because 
the Local Government Board could not 
take away the power to appoint these 
collectors of poor rates when once it 
became vested in the guardians. That 
was not so. This matter opened out the 
question whether local authorities should 
be allowed to get, by private Bill, power 
which they could get under the general 
law if they showed good cause to 4 
Government Department. He failed to 
find any reason for disagreeing with the 
usual course that the particular claus 
should not be granted. The clause, a 
he had shown, was hardly necessary. 
and it was a pity there should be : 
fight between the Board of Guardians 
and the Town Council, because whe 
ever won the ratepayers had to pay th 
costs of both sides, and that ought t 
have been avoided. He pointed out thé 
the collectors of poor rates were p00! 
law officials. Whether they drev 
together two offices in one man or no 
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they might keep a distinction between 
the offices. The right way for the 
Eastbourne Corporation to have pro- 
ceeded in this matter would have been 
not to have put their constituents to this 
expense, but to have gone to tne Local 
Governinent Board and shown cause 
why they should have had transferred 
to them the right to collect the poor 
rates. He took three objections to the 
Bill. In the first place, it took from the 
Local Government Board its statutory 
disere ion; it also promoted a Parlia- 
mentary contest which might be very 
expensive to the ratepayers; and it 
added a class of new officers of whom 
the law had no cognisance. He would 
eel it his duty to yoteagainst the Clause. 


*Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R., 
Buckrose) said he hoped the House | 
would not support the Amendment. 
The Committee on the Bill had followed 
a precedent which had been already 
sanctioned by the House, and no new 
principle was involved. In the case 
of Eastbourne, it was proved before 
the Committee that the Local Govern- 
ment Board had, by order, given the 
Borough Council the power to appoint 
overseers and assistant overseers, and 
the Committee considered they should 
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go a step further and enable the Council | 
to appeint collectors. A petition was | 
presented against the Clause in the Bill | 
as it originally stood, but the sorough | 
Council altered the Clause so as to give | 
proper compensation to officers. If the | 
Clause were passed, the House would 
be following the recommendations of | 
the Royal Commission. The Board of | 
Guardians was an authority extending 


over a much wider area than the| 
borough of Eastbourne, and it was | 


desirable, in the interests of local gov- | 
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ernment, that this power of appointing 
collectors of rates should be entrusted 
to the Borough Council. 


Mr. SPEAR said as they would have 
another opportunity of expressing an 
opinion, he asked leave to withdraw 
the Amendment. 

SEVERAL Hon. MemBers: No, No. 

Mr. HEYWOODJOHNSTONE(Sussex, 
Horsham) said he was a member of a 
Committee on a Bill containing a similar 
clause, but he did not remember a single 
ease in which objection was taken from 
the point of view to which he under- 
stood objection was taken that night 
—that was the point of view of the 
Board of Guardians of Eastbourne. It 
did seem that the most satisfactory 
way would be to re-commit this Bill 
to the Committee, thus giving the East- 
bourne Board of Guardians plenty’ of 
time to bring forward any objections 
they might urge against this particular 
Bill. There were very strong argu- 
ments against the Clause which he 
would like to have threshed out. His 
own opinion was that they only had 
objections from the general point of 
view, and not had any real discussion 
upon what he understood was the 
important question, that was whether 
the Bovrd of Guardians should have 
the power of appointing overseers taken 
away from them, and whether it shouid 
be done by a private Bill and not by 
some public Act applicable to the whole 
administration of the country. 

(9.35.) Question put. 

The House divided :— Ayes, 150: Noes, 
35. (Division List No. 222.) 


AYES 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Rohert 

Anstruther, H. T. 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Bell, Richard 


Boland, John 
Bond, Edward 


Bigwood, James 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Caldwell, James 


Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalkeith, Earl of 





Arrol, Sir William 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Barry, E, (Cork, 8.) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach. Rt. HnSirMichael Hicks 





Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Charrington, Spencer 


U2 





Davies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Elibank, Master of 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Fellowes, Hon. 
Ffrench, Peter 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
F itzGer: ild,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James C hristopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Groen Walfecd D.(Wednesb’ry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Helder, Augustus 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,.John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 
Joyee. Michael 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. ) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese. SirJoseph F. (Accrington 
Lezge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lundon, W. 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Carlile, William Walter 

C ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cc ranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Finch, George H. 

Fison, Frederick William 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gretton, John 


Bill to be read the third time. 





SUPPLY {11th allotted Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 


Chair. | 
CIVIL SERVICES 


CLASS III. 


1. Motion made and Question proposed, 
not exceeding £340,929, 


“That a sum, 


Ailwyn Edward | 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kean, John 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Middlemore,John Throgmort n 
Morgan, DavidJ (W althamst’w 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Murphy, John 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (L outh, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. ( Tipper ury, N.) 
OC ‘onnor, James(Wi icklow,W. 
O’ Kelly,James (Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O Shaughnessy, P. J 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, Robert 
tandles, John S. 
Rasch,Major Frederic Carne 
fattigan, Sir William Henry 
edmond, John E. (Waterford) 
ge William (Clare) 
teid, James, (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 





Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 


NOES. 


Heath, James (Statfords. N. W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney,Rt. Hn. WG Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,S SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Morrell, George Herbert 


prisons in 
Colonies.” 


Committee. 
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Rigg, Richard 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hae kney) 
Roche, John 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E, ) 
Thompson, Dr EC(Monagh’ nN, 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walrond. Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH, 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
Webb, Colonel Wiili: salle 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath,North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E.R.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (W orcestersh, N, 


Wollf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Hogg and Captain 


Norton. 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Reddy and Mr. Thomas 
O Donnell. 


be granted to His Majesty to compiete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of Mareh, 1903, for the expenses of the 


and the 


England, Wales, 


(9.50.) Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 
said he would venture to address a question 
to the Home Secretary, regarding which 
he hoped the right hon. ‘Gentleman would 
be able to give some information to the 


That was with reference to 


the steps which the Department had 
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taken to carry out the recommendations | 


of the Committee of 1895 as regarded 
the treatment of young criminals. He 
also ventured to express a hope that no 
time should be lost in enlarging the 
sheme, so that its beneficial effects might 
he spread over the country and not con- 
fned to London alone. The real object 
of the Borstal scheme was that the gaol 
should he a place. not to end the character 
of the prisoner but to mend it. In that 
where was the utility of 
teaching prisoners futile sections of a 
trade which would not enable them to 
gain an adequate livelihood on emerging 
irom prison. The object of the scheme, 
which he believed had the approval of 

right hon. friend, was to teach a 
prisoner such portions of a trade as would 
nable him to gain a living wage when 
he joined the army of wage-earners out 
ot prison, but the efforts of the prison 
wthorities would not be successful unless 
they received the active sympathy of the 
public. There was no use teaching a 
prisoner a trade in prison if, when he 
returned to civillife, no one would employ 
him. ‘Therefore, he ventured to make 

urgent appeal to all interested in the 
subject to render it easier for a discharged 
prisoner to obtain employment. That 
tak would not be diflicult on the part of 
the public, if the scheme which his right 
hon. friend had in view was to teach a 
prisoner a trade which would not involve 
his heing placed after his discharge in a 
nosition Which would expose him to the 


eounection, 


‘isk of dishonesty. The attitude of 
yersons interested in the trade union 


movement on this subject was one which, 
¢ hoped, would receive consideration. 
He thought it would be better if these 
persons, instead of directing their efforts 
to insisting that prison labour should be 
vi such a character as not to interfere 
with trade unionists, came to feel that the 
greatest saving to the taxpayers of the 
country, and, therefore, to the wage- 
varners, would be that prisoners should 
be diminished in number, and competi- 
tion from prison labour accordingly 
reduced to a minimum not worth con- 
sideration. Another point on which 
le ventured to ask the attention of 
the Committee was one in which the Home 
Uitice and the general public were fellow 
sufferers, through the action or inaction of 
the War Office. Not long ago a Question 
Was asked in the House as to the number 
ot soldiers inearcerated in local and 
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convict prisons for purely military offences, 
but when he attempted to raise the 
subject later, he was informed that 
the proper occasion on which to deal with 
it was on the Vote for His Majesty’s 
prisons. He did not desire to make any 
attack on the prison authorities regarding 
the matter, but he was anxious to gain 
information from his right hon. friend. He 
understood that the Inspector General of 
Military Prisons, vear after year, for at 
least four years, had placed on record, in 
his official report, his empiatic opinion 
that the inclusion in civil prisons in this 
country of soldiers sentenced for purely 
military offences was a condition of things 
which he could not approve. ‘That being 
so, he desired to ask what the Secretary 
of State had done to ensure that the War 
Office should make adequate provision in 
military goals for military offenders. That 
was not a matter connected with the 
urgeney of the war, because it had been 
placed on record in the official reports to 
which he had alluded before the war 
broke ont. He hoped his right hon. friend 
who was a man of strong character and 
generally got his own way, would make it 
clear to the military authorities that he 
would not permit ef such a munber of 
military prisoners being confined in civil 
gaols, and that military prison accommoda- 


tion should be commensurate with the 
increase of the Army. 
THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 


hon. Member will not be in order in dis- 
cussing military prisons. 


Mr. HAY said he quite recognised 
that, but his point was that inasmuch as 
civil prison accommodation 
encroached upon, his right hon. friend 
should not allow the accommodation for 
civil prisoners to be rendered insutticient. 
The military prisoners who were confined 
in civil gaols were not the class of offenders 
for which his right hon. friend was the 
authority. Their offences were of a purely 
disciplinary character. He spoke, he was 
sure, with the sympathy of hon. Members 
on both sides and also of the public 
generally, when he said there was a strong 
feeling that the lives of these soldiers, 
many of them young, should not be tainted 
by being confined in prisons with habitual 
criminals, and the worst of the nation, 
who had been convicted of the most 
serious crimes. He would appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman to make most 


Was being 
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earnest representations to the proper 


authorities that they should remove from | 


the convict prisons of the country the 
soldiers, most of them young men, who 
were 
not 
from 


for any disgraceful crimes, 


the stern law of war, the gravity of 
which they were, perhaps, unconscious of. 
Beyond the urgency occasioned by the 
war or the exigencies of military accom- 
modation, there lay the great principle 
as to whether the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, as the chief civil 
prison authority of the country, should 
be asked to house with the worst in the 
land, young men, many of them mere 
lads, who had been convicted of offences 
which could not be called disgraceful, 
and for which they were being punished 
ina manner which would make them, in 
the eyes of the public, criminals for life. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £340,829, 
be granted for the said service.”— (1. 
Claude Ilay.) 


*Sir JOHN LENG said he wished to 
associate himself with the hon. Gentile- 
man who had just spoken, in so far as he 
had expressed regret that the civil prisons 
of the country should have been required 
to such a large extent during the late 
war for the imprisonment of — soldiers. 
The offences committed by the soldiers 
were very different, indeed, from the 
brutal crimes of ordinary criminals. For 
instance, many young soldiers had been 
sentenced to very heavy penalties for 
such offences as, after being exhausted 
by continuous marching in military 
operations, being found asleep at their 
posts. That, no doubt, was a_ heinous 
offence trom a military point of view, but 
an offence which differentiated the soldiers 


who committed it from the ordinary 
criminal classes. Happily, the war was 
over, and he trusted that now there 


would he a speedy and large reduction 
in the number of that class of offenders 
in the civil prisons of the country. He 
wished to point out that there was a large 
increase of expenditure under the differ 
ent items, which amounted altogether to 


£25,000, That arose unhappily from 
the great increase ‘n the number of 
prisoners. They ought to look facts 


Mr. Hay, 


{COMMONS} 


now undergoing penal servitude, | 
working 
a civil point of view, to punish | 
which rigorous hard labour was estab- | 
lished, but for offences committed under | 
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| steadily in the face, and frankly recognise 
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that that was due, to a considerable 
extent, to the prosperity of the country, 
to the abundance of employment, and to 
the large wages earned by many of the 
classes, which unfortunately 
were often spent in drink. He merely 
alluded to that, in order to impress on 
the Home Secretary that it was really 
due to the unfortunate habits of the 
working men themselves that the prisons 
of the country were so crowded, indeed 
he might say overcrowded. He referred 
to it because the Home Secretary had 
charge of a Licensing Bill which had 
passed through Committee. He believed 
there was general admiration at the 
manner in which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had carried it through Committee, 
and he trusted that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would exercise all the influence he 
possessed to pass that Bill during the 
present session. It was not so much a 
question of £25,000, but this increase of 
expenditure struck at the very root of 
the social condition of the workong classes, 
and anything that might restrict the 
enormous evils which arose from exces- 
sive drinking would be most desirable. 


*Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire, Rich- 
mond) said he wished to ask the Home 
Secretary if he would be good enough to 
tell the Committee whether he had done 
anything with regard to the conditions 
of service of prison officers for superannua- 
tion. In the earlier part of the session, 
the right hon. Gentleman admitted that 
the position of the prison warders was 
not satisfactory, and he said that if it 
were possible to improve it, he would do 
so; and he added that he thought the 
improvement might be effected by in 
creasing the rate of pay, rather than by 
altering the scheme of superannuation 
The Home Secretary was well aware that 
the prison officials had not asked for an 
increase of pay. What they wished for 
was that their term of service tor superan- 
nuation should be considerably shortened. 
Ile pointed out to the right hon. Gentle: 
man, in February last, that the p sition 
of a prison warder was more like that of 
a police constable than an ordinary civil 
servant. The right hon. Gentleman 
appeared to le fully alive to that fact, 
but he said that the action of the Trea- 
sury prevented him from altering the 
terms of superannuation. He hoped that 
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on further consideration the Home Secre- 
try would be able to pluck up his 
courage and face the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with the proposal to alter the 
terms of service for superannuation. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted; and, forty Members being 
found present-— 


*Mr. JOHN HUTTON said he would 
oily express a hope that the Home 
Secretary would be able to inform the 
Committee what he proposed to do 
towards improving the position of prison 
warders. 


(10.15.) Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) 
sid he desired to re-echo what had been 
sid by the hon. Member for Shoreditch 
with regard to the efforts which should 
te made by the Home Secretary to free 
the civil prisons of the country of their 
present unduly large number of military 
dienders. He thought there could be no 
doubt that considerable overcrowding 
now prevailed in many prisons. He also 
wished to ask the Home Secretary if he 
vere willing to reconsider an answer he 
give to him with regard to the appoint- 
went of a lady inspector for female 
prisons. He did not ask that a large 
uumber of such appointments should be 
nade, but he suggested that, as a very 
‘oasiderable amount of success had 
attended the employment of women as 
uetory inspectors, very useful and valu- 
ible work would also be done if one or 
two ladies were appointed to act as in- 
pectors of female prisons. He also 
vished to ask whether the Home Seere- 
lary Was In a position to report this year, 
Slast ycar, that there had been a con- 
iderable decrease in the amount of un- 
jroductive labour in prisons. He knew 
tat the right hon. Gentleman was 
wing all he could to carry out the 
teommendations of the Departmental 
‘ommittee, and that he believed was 
so the settled policy of the Prison Com- 
uissioners. Further, everyone inter- 


sted in prison administration would be 
very glad to hear from the right hon. 
tentleman how far his plan with regard 
0 Borstal had progressed, whether he 
had selected the governor, and any other 
The success of the 


§nilar information. 
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‘plan would very largely depend on the 
man selected to be governor or director 
of the prison, and upon the principle to 
be carried out there being of an educa- 
‘tional kind. Everyone interested in 
prison reform in the country would admit 
that the right hon. Gentleman's career 
at the Home Office had been characterised 


‘by very admirable and substantial pro- 


gress. 


Mr. WHITLEY desired to put in 
a plea for the military prisoners in 
the civil prisons. In 1901 there were 
no less than 4,079 prisoners committed, 
and it appeared that at least 700 of 
those were in the prisons under the 
control of the Home Secretary. During 
the war many young fellows had en- 
listed and fought for their country while 
under age, and he feared there were a 
considerable number of these now in 
civil prisons. No one would wish to 
palliate the offences for which they had 
incurred punishment, but as he happened 
to know of one or two such cases person- 
ally, he could not help feeling deeply for 
them. He knewsome of these prisoners 
whose character was, generally speaking, 
of the best; but they had been misled 
into a single offence, and it had been 
their lot to be cast into a civil prison to 
serve out their sentence with criminals. 
In regard to offenders such as these, he 
hoped the Home Secretary would con- 
siderably relax the ordinary methods of 
prison treatment. Many of these young 
men, if they were kept apart trom the 
really criminal portion of the prisoners, 
would make it their business for :the 
rest of their lives to redeem the one 
offence for which they were now sutfer- 
ing, instead of being tainted by contact 
with other prisoners, and then, when 
their sentences were expired, going down 
hill without a chance of recovery. 


Mr. SPEAR urged the desirability 
of providing more housing accommo- 
dation for the warders of His 
Majesty's prison at Princetown. At 
present there were twenty-two families 
of warders living in the village, and, 
having regard to the limited size ot 
Princetown, and the absence of sufficient 
accommodation, this caused a consider- 
able degree of over-crowding, high rents, 
and insanitary conditions. The right 
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hon. Gentleman had been carrying out, 
with the tradesmen who were prisoners, 
a very beneficial work in the extension 
of the prison premises. That work was 
now completed, and he ventured to call 
the right hon. Gentleman’s attention 
to the importance of erecting more 
houses for the warders in order that the 
congested state of aflairs to which he 
had referred might be corrected. The 
Home Secretary took a great interest 


in the better housing of the working 
classes, but surely the Government, as 


employers of labour, should set an ex- 
ample to other employers in this respect. 


*(10.25.) Tne SECRETARY or STATE 
ror THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rirente, Croydon) said the main ques- 
tion that had been discussed was one of 
more than usual interest at the present 
time——namely, the question of military 
prisoners in civil gaols. He had more than 
once stated that that an 
ment which did not meet the views he 
held. He was very sorry that we had 
any military prisoners in our civil gaols, 
hut he was glad to say they were becom- 
ing tewer every year. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Lundee had said that the 
creased population in our civil prisons 
was to some extent owing to the mili- 
tary prisoners. Though that was true, 
the real increase of this vear over last 
year could not be gauged from the fact 
that ont heestimate there was an apparent 
increase of £54,000. That was an increase 
over the originalestimates of last year, 
and the hon. Member had probably for- 
gotten that a supplementary estimate was 
afterwards introduced. Therefore,though 
the population of our gaols was large, 
there was little more provision being 
made this year than was actually re- 
quired last vear for the purposes of their 
support. 

With regard to the military prisoners, 
the Committee would perhaps have in 
its mind that there were two classes of 
military prisoners—the first consisting 
of those whose offences had been of a 
very serious character, and who, in addi- 
tion to the imprisonment awarded them 
had been dismissed from the Army, 
and the second consisting of prisoners 
who, on the expiry of their sentences, 
would return to service in the Army. 
The number of the former class had now 


Jr. 


was arrange 


Spear, 


{COMMONS} 


4 


in- ‘ 





Ne rrice Estimate 3 


580 


fallen to about 500. Though these 
men no longer belonged to the Army, he 
hoped the time would come when they 
would be taken out of civil gaols and put 
into military gaols, but there was not 
quite as strong a claim for their removal 
as in the case of those who would after. 
wards return to the colours. At the 
same time he sympathised with the 
view that the gravity of their offences 
had been military and not civil, and he 
had already been in communication with 
the Prison Commission, with a view ¢o 
seeing whether, so long as these men 
remained in civil prisons, they could not 
be made a separate class. A separate 
class had always been made of the men 
who were to return to the colours, but 
the others had heen treated as ordinary 
criminals, He thought, however, that 
something should be done to keep them 
apart from the ordinary criminal popu- 
lation, and he hoped to be able to arrange 
it. Although it might cost a little money 
to carry out the same principle as in 
connection with the other class, he 
thought the money would be well spent, 
and that we must endeavour to devise 
some plan for the purpose. 


Mr. HAY: Does the right hon. Gentle- 
man include those who are serving sen- 
tences for military offences in conviet 
prisons ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he was only 
speaking of ordinary civil prisons. It 
would be extremely difficult to arrange 
for separate treatment in convict prisons. 
He had always regarded with dissatis ac- 
tion the presence of military prisoners in 
civil prisons; and to meet the evil, arrange- 
ments had been made to transfer certain 
prison accommodation to the military 
authorities, in order that the imprisoned 
soldiers might be kept under ordinary 
military control. He was glad to say that 
the number of men who would return to 
the colours now in civil prisons was only 
forty-three, and he hoped that within 
a month or two they would all have been 
got rid of. He hoped the statement he 
had been able to make to the Committee 
on that point would prove satisfactory. 

He entirely agreed with the view o 
the hon. Member for Dundee with regard 
to the ordinary population of our prisons. 
He had advocated temperance legislation 
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on that ground, viz., that the great bulk 
of the serious and violent crime of 
the country was caused by drunken- 
ness. More than once he had _ en- 
deavoured to do something to deal 
with that evil, and he was glad to 
think that the measure introduced by 
the Government was now in such a 
condition that its passage this session 
was assured. Although the Bill was 
full of points of difficulty and contention, 
he felt it right to say that he had never 
worked in a Grand Committee of a more 
business-like character than that to which 
this Bill was referred, or one in which 
all sides were so sincerely anxious to 
pass into law a useful measure upon 
this extremely important subject. Hon. 
Members might rely upon his exertions 
to pass the bill during the present session. 

With regard to the pay and superann- 
uation of prison warders, to which the 
hon. Member for the Richmond Division 
of Yorkshire had referred, he was afraid 
he could add nothing to his previous 
statements on the subject. It was 
aserlous matter to deal with. A more 
favourable scale with regard to superann- 
uation would not entail a very large 
expenditure, but it would involve a very 
serivuus principle. Prison warders were 
civil servants, under the ordinary 
Superannuation Acts, and it would be 
impossible for the Government to give 
them any better terms than those 
enjoyed by other classes of civil servants. 
Power would have to be taken by 
legislation, and the deterrent to their 
taking that not the cost 
involved, but the strong argument which 
other classes of civil seryants might then 
have for demanding more favourable 
terms than those at present current. The 
police were not in the same category, 
as they were not civil servants, and 
they were not paid by the Crown. But 
he was still in communication with the 
Prisons Commissioners, and if anything 
could be done he should be glad to do it. 

In reply to the hou. Member for 
West Bradford, he was glad to say that 
prison labour was gradually becoming 
more reproductive. The proceeds for 
the present year were some hundreds of 
pounds greater than in the preceding 
year, 


course was 


As to the appointment of lady in- 


spectors, he had dealt with that question | them to have this Vote. 
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on more than one occasion. He did not 
believe that female prisoners were in any 
way suffering from the want of lady 
inspectors. He did not think that any 
number of female inspectors could do 
more for female prisoners than was now 
done by the excellent body of lady 
visitors who associated themselves with 
prison administration and did such im- 
mense good. 

The hon. Member for the Tavistock 
Division had appealed to him, as a strong 
advocate of the better housing of the 
working-classes, to see that the prison 
warders at Princetown were properly 
accommodated. A good deal had been 
done in that way, and more was being 
done, but he would) make farther’ in- 
quiries into the matter. 





Servier 


The only other question was that 
raised by the hon. Member for Shore- 
ditch, with regard to the treatment of 
prisoners between the ages of sixteen and 
twenty-one, The Heme Ottice were more 
and more endeavouring so to deal with 
younger prisoners that at the end of 
their term they might be expected to 
become respectable members of society. 
It was felt that the best way to deal 
with them was to treat them entirely on 
the reformatory side. As the Committee 
probably knew, young prisoners below 
sixteen were now being dealt with in one 
prison, and with great success. The Home 
Office were now going a step further 
and arranging for collecting together 
in one prison (Borstal) prisoners between 
sixteen and twenty-one. The prison, 
would, he believed, be opened and the 
scheme started by the month of August, 
and they would endeavour to bring to bear 
upon those young prisoners influences tor 
good, in all kinds of ways. By teaching 
them trades, as wellas by general in 
struction and edueation, and methods ot 
that kind, it was hoped that when their 
sentences expired these young prisoners 
would be anxious to leave the courses of 
life they had previously pursued, and 
embark upon honest careers. This 
was not only a more humane but 
also a more profitable way of dealing 
with prisoners of that kind. He did not 
know that he had anything further to 
say with regard to the subject before the 
Committee and perhaps now that they 
had discussed these various matters hon. 
Members would be good enough to allow 
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(10.45.) Mr. HAY said he was very 
much disappointed that his right hon. 
friends had not answered one or two 
questions which he had addressed to 
him. He wished to have more information 
about the provision of accommodation for 
military offenders, so that in future there 
would be no more incarceration within 
civil gaols of military offenders. He 
noticed that on the 15th of May it was 
stated that there were 712 soldiers in 
civil prisons, but that number included 
those who were guilty of civil offences 
which must have been very small. It 
vould be far from satisfactory to the 
House unless the discussion this evening 
led to the permanent redress of what 
they considered to be a very serious evil. 
Therefore before this Vote was passed 
he sincerely hoped his right hon. friend 
would be able to inform them categori- 
cally that he had determined to adopt 
measures which would for all time pre- 
vent soldiers guilty of military offences 
being admitted to civil gaols. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
asked the Home Secretary whether he 
could give them some information upon 
the question of corporal punishment in 
gaols. He should be very glad to know 
if, as a result of the change in the system, 
the infliction of corporal punishment had 
become much less frequent. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I should be glad to se e 
flogging abolished altogether in prisons, 
but [ am afraid that in the interest of 
discipline there must be some punish- 
ment of the kind for very grave offences. 
Of course it is my duty, when these 
cases are laid before me, to see that the 
gravity of the offence is such as warrants 
the infliction of flogging. 


(10.50.) Mr. DILLON said it was a 
mistake to suppose that discipline in 
prisons could not be maintained without 
Hogging, for it had been abolished in 
Irish gaols for a good many years. 
Some years ago the governor of Mount- 
joy gaol gave up flogging and the testi- 
mony of many governors was that they 
were able to maintain discipline amongst 
the prisoners better without flogging. 
There must be something wrong with 
the system in English prisons if they had 
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to resort to flogging when they could do 
without it in Irish gaols. The very same 
argument was put forward ud nauseam 
at the time when flogging was abolished 
in the British Army when it was seriously 
put forward that as a result of abolish- 
ing flogging the Army would disappear. 
Nevertheless they abolished flogging in 
the Army, and who would venture to 
suggest that flogging should be returned 
to. Experience had shown them that 
brutal punishments had no restraining 
influence upon men. Why was it 
necessary to have flogging for the pro- 
tection of warders from the brutal 
assaults which were sometimes perpe- 
trated upon them ? Outside prisons and 
in the streets, if a Member of this House 
was assaulted, or the Hooligan gang killed 
a citizen by beating him, or if they 
robbed him, flogging was not adopted. 
In the case of a warder who was always 
on guard and was protected more or 
a why should he have a special form 

f protection which was den-ed to the 
citizen n or to the ordinary policeman. A 
far greater number of brutal assaults 
occurred outside than inside prisons, and 
he strongly protested against the main- 
tenance of this form of punishment. 
He wished to raise his voice against this 
practice of flogging in E nglish gaols, for 
it had been long ago abolished in Irish 
gaols. 


Mr. HAY said he should be compelled 
to move areduction in the Vote unless 
an answer was given to his question in 
relation to the confinement of military 
prisoners in civil prisons. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: My hon. friend, of 
course, will take what action he pleases, 
but I have dealt fully with the «question 
and have nothing more to add upon 
that point. 


Mr. HAY said that under the circum- 
stances he felt bound to move the re- 
duction of the Vote by £100. When 


he found that a categorical question. put 
in the public interest, did not receive a 
reply, he felt bound to adopt this course. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
suid he was not aware what. statistics 
the Home” Secretary had got with 
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regard to the number of military men 
in prisons. From the Reports which 
had been published, he gathered that 
in 1900 there were in civil prisons 
1,743 soldiers and sailors who were 
sentenced by courts-martial, and in 
the Report published last year the 
uumber of soldiers and sailors who 
were in civil prisons under sentence 
by courts-martial was 4,079. He could 
not understand how the Home Secre- 
tary could now state that the number 
was between 400 and 500. On the first 
page of the Report it was stated that 
the number of persons received in local 
prisons was 114,600, besides 4.779 
soldiers and sailors sentenced by courts- 
martial. There were also 12,576 persons 
in prison as debtors, and 1,539 for default 
of sureties, making a total of 166,794. 
That statement did not correspond with 
what the Home Secretary had just said. 
There were also in the same Report 
comments upon the excess of numbers 
in civil prisons, and it was pointed out 
that the discipline in a military prison 
was of a totally different character to a 
civil prison, and that there ought to be 
complete separation between the two 
cases. ‘Those facts were brought before 
the notice of the Home Office, and what 
lad the Home Secretary done? He 
told them in the course of this Debate 
that he was going to remedy this, but he 
had been telling them this for the last six 
vears. It was astonishing that nothing 
had been done. He thought this was a 
‘complete justification for reducing the 
Vote, and he wished to protest against 
the manner in which military and naval 
men were being kept in civil prisons. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Member 
is very fond of perusing Blue-books 


and showing his familiarity with figures 
which does great credit to his powers 
ot research, He has quoted 4,000 
asthe number of military prisoners, but 
that is the total number of prisoners 
who have passed through the prisons 
in the course of the whole year dealt 
with in the Report. The ‘numbers | 
quoted were those who were actually 


i prison on a given day—ten days or 


80 avo, 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 


lordshire. Lichfield) said there wes a 
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‘certain amount of indefiniteness about 


the Statement made by the Home 
Secretary. What the hon. Member 
for Hoxton wished to know was if 


the reduction of military prisoners in 
civil prisons arose in consequence of 
some new system that was going on, and 
was likely to continue; and would that 
system prevent any increase in the 
number of military prisoners in civil 


prisons 1 feats lise Wid ane wid ds 
**Mr. RITCHIE: I confess that i 
did not quite understand my hon. friend’s 
question before. That is precisely the 
system we are pursuing. We are deter- 
mined to get rid of the necessity of 
taking charge of military prisons in 
civil gaols. ‘The military authorities 
have been gradually creating prisons 
for their own prisoners, and the Home 
Office has assisted by handing over 
certain of their prisons to the military 
authorities. The result will be that we 
shall cease to have any military prisoners 
of the second class described by me 
in our prisons. 


Mr. HAY said he had certainly mis- 
understood the right hon. Gentleman’s 
reply, and he assured him that he had 
no wish whatever to make himself 
disagreeable. Now that he understood 
that arrangements were being made, 
whereby no military offenders would be 
put in civil gaols,{he would ask leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Original (juestion again proposed. 


(11.10.) Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) 
called the attention of the Committee 
to the evil arising from sending military 
prisoners to civil gaols. Many ot the 
military prisoners were lads, and it was 
very undesirable that they should be 
allowed to associate with prisoners of 
the worst description. He was airaid 
there were offences which would 
continue until the present system of 
enlisting beys was stopped. He hoped 
the Heme Seeretary would look into 
this matter, and that they would hear 
no more of the evil referred to. 


Question put. and agreed to. 








Supply—( tvil 
2, £120. 908, to con:piete the sum for 
Reformatory and fndustrial Schools, 
Great Britain. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) _ said 
the Home Seeretary had _ informed 
the House of the great importance he 
attached to the work done in the 
reformatories. He wished to refer to 
the question of the management of 
these institutions, and to the Home 
Office control. He believed that the 


Home Oliice had the power to suspend 
the certiticate, and to stop public grants 
to an institution which was not in a 
satistactory position. There were about 


forty-eight certified reformatories, and 
about 152 certified industrial schools. 
Of the former, none were under the 


manhagenicht 
1 


ot bodies, and of 
the latter on!y nineteen were so inanaged, 
there being no public control in the 
case of all the rest, beyond that provided 
by the in ot Home Office. 
Of the total income of the reformatories, 
fully 85 per cent. was provided from 
public sources, and for the industrial 
schools the proportion was even larger. 
The religious influences of the reforma- 
tories were undoubtedly good, but they 
ought not to allow this consideration to 
entirely outweigh the equally great 
consideration of the sanitary surround- 


pubhe 


the 


spectors 





ings in which these boys were found. 


It was the ease that nearly every one 


of the retormatories was overcrowded, 
and the sanitary condition of many of 
them was condemned in very strong 
terms by the inspectors of the Home 


Office. The state of things wassuch as 
not only to be bad for the health of the 
boys, but bad in their moral 
influence, especially when the surround- 
ings from which they originally came 
were considered. In spite of the facts 
disclosed in the inspectors’ reports, he 
did not know of any in which 
the Home Otiice had exercised its right 
of punishing the managers for not 
keeping their institutions in a_ better 
state by withholding from them the 
public grant. If private management 
could not supply sutticient reformatories 


also 


“ase 


to accommodate the boys committed to 


them in decent surroundings, it was 


surely necessary for the State to under- 
take the work. 


He trusted the Home 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 


588 


Secretary would give his attention to 
this matter, and it he did, he lad every 
confidence that the right hon. Gentleman 
would soon find a remedy for a very 
unsatisfactory state of things. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: There is no doubt 
that the class of children sent to 
these schools, are in many ways difficult 
to deal with. I can quite understand 
that in some of the institutions, perhaps, 
the sanitary conditions may not be up 
to what we consider the right mark, 
but I can assure the hon. Gentleman 
that if he brings to my notice any 
particular case which he thinks requires 
particular investigation in matters of 
this kind, I will take care that it is 
fully inquired into. While we have 
a large number of these institutions 
under local management, we cannot 
have the same amount control as 
ii they were institutions belonging to 
the State. ‘The hon, Gentleman’s remedy 
for that is that they should cease to he 
under local management, and that they 
should all become State institutions. 


ol 


Mr. 


object ion 


RUNCIMAN said he had no 
to their remaining as_ they 
were, if they were properly managed. 


*\Mr. RITCHIE: | can assure the hon, 
Gentleman that the inspectors are con- 
tinually endeavouring to stir up the 
managers of these institutions, with a 
view to their being carried on in a 
manner satisfactory both in regard to 
sanitary arrangements and otherwise, 
but the inspectors cannot always he on 
the spot, and I can conceive that there 
may be circumstances which ought to be 
seen to and remedied. I will discuss the 
matter with the inspectors, from the 
point of view the hon, Gentleman men- 
tions, and if I can do anything to stir 
up the managers to take care that the 
institutions are kept in a creditable 
manner, [| will be very glad to do so. 
This we can say with a great deal of 
satisfaction and pleasure — that the 
records of the children who leave these 
institutions are, as a rule, most highly 
creditable both to the children and to 
the I will not weary the 
Committee at the present time with any 
details of the records of those children 
when they go out into the world, but 


institutions. 
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they are very remarkable. I gave some { 
of them last year. I showed “that they 
got into exce ‘lent employment, and that 
they did extremely well after leaving the 


institutions. A great many have gone 
into the Army and Navy, and a large 


number have been to the front. Many 

of them have got great distinction, and 

three of them got the Victoria Cross. 

Many of them received the “Distinguished 

Service” order. Some of them have ob- 

tained commissions, and so far as regards | 
the results which follow the training 

given in these institutions, we have every 

reason to congratulate the managers on 

the success of their man: igement. I will 

take care to have a consultation with the | 
inspectors, with the view of seeing whether 

something can be done in the direction 

the hon. Gentleman desires. 


Mr. GODDARD said he fully 
appreciated the sympathetic reply the 
Home Secretary had given tohis hon. friend. 
The great difficulty was that so many 
of these schools were not in any sense 
under public control. Of the forty-eight 
reformatories there was not one under | 
public control, and out of 192 Industrial | 
Schools only nineteen were under the; 
management of public bodies. It would 
be acknowledged by everybody that | 
when such a number of these important 
institutions were in private hands, it 
was all the more necessary that the | 
inspection should be complete and | 
thorough. He asked the Home} 
Secretary to bring some pressure to bear | 
upon the management to remedy the | 
complaints in the inspectors’ Reports. 
Last year there were fifteen adverse | 
Reports in reference to accommodation 
and sanitation, and yet it did not appear 
that any effect followed. These Reports 
did not attract public attention, but 
considering that eighty-five per cent. of 
the maintenance was drawn from public 
sources, the Home Office would be justi- | 
fed in withdrawing certificates if no 
remedy was provided for repeated 
complaints. He did not think it would 
be a harmful thing, if the certificates 


were withdrawn from those institutions | 


which were adver-ely reported on. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am bound to say 


that whatever may have been said in the 
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way of threat, [ have never been guilty 
of putting it into execution. The hon. 
Gentleman has himself frankly stated a 
strong reason why we should not do it. 
It would be a strong thing to close an 
institution, where the children are doing 
well. What happens in nine cases out 
of ten is that when a fault is pointed 
out to the managers, they promise that 
the fault will be remedied. The 
inspectors bring pressure to bear on the 
managers of the institutions to have the 
necessary alterations made. Whether 
they always do what they ought to do is 
another question. I| think the hon. 
Gentleman and the Committee will see 
that to adopt the course which has been 
suggested, rather than to give managers 


| the option of remedying defects of which 


complaint has been made, 
attended with disadvantage to the cause 
which we all have at heart. I can only 
say, what I daresay hon. Members know, 
that our inspectors have their hearts 
very much in the work, and are desirous 
that everything should be done to 
remedy defects in the management of 
the institutions. I should be sorry to be 
driven to take the course which the 
hon. Gentleman suggests, though I can 
conceive circumstances in which it might 
be necessary. 


might be 


(11.30.) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
said he came across a case in his 
own neighbourhood where there was 
| trouble some time ago‘in regard to the 
treatment of boys. He thought that a 


threat to publish in the local newspapers 


the Reports which were adverse to the 
institutions, so that the subscribing 
public might know that they were 
helping to support places which were 
not carried on properly, would have a 
beneficial effect on badly managed 


| schools. 


*Str JOHN DORINGTON 
(Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) said the 
hon. Member for Dewsbury suggested 
that all these schools should be placed 
under public control. If they looked 
into the history of reformatories they 
would find that almost the first insti- 
tuted were under public control, and 


they were absolute failures. The 
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system of private management had 
resulted in what he thought was the 
present success. Having been a member 
of a Commission to enquire into these 
schools a few years ago, he was able 
to say that the system, as a whole, had 
been extraordinarily successful. He 
would ask the hon. Member to visit the 
great school at Redhill, one of the first 
established in the country. That was a 
most successful school; and so also was 
the Feltham school, originally instituted 
under the private Act of Parliament. 
The Feltham school was at first not 
altogether successful, because it was too 
official: but changes in the type of 
management had been made, and since 
then the schoo! had been most successful. 
Undoubtedly the inspectors under the 


Home Department exercised a very 
effective control. Their remarks and 
observations were nut neglected. It was 


true that these were only published in 
the Blue-books. but they were brought 
to the knowledge of the managers of the 
schools who were practically forced to 
attend to the recommendations made. 
He did not think the schools could be 
‘arried on without that inspection. He 
believed his right hon. friend the Home 
Secretary was fully satisfied that his 
Department had successtully carried on 
their duties, and that where defects were 
found, strong pressure was brought to 
bear on the schoo! managers to correct 


them. 


*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said that the Home Secretary seemed to 
find himself with regard to these 
Reformatory schools in much the same 
position as the managers of the Voluntary 
Schools would find themselves in under 
the Education Act. He found practically 
all the money, and yet had no effective 
control. It was said on the Debate on 
the Second Reading of the Edueation Bill 
that the best plan to get defects cured 
was to write to the newspapers calling 
attention to them. He wanted to know 
whether the Home Secretary intended 
to follow the advice of the First Lord of 
the Treasury. But,at any rate, he would 
impress on the Home Secretary that if 
these Reports were published in the local 
newspipers much good might be done. 


Sir John Dorington. 


,which the 





\COMMONS | Service Estimates. 592 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said he could 
not agree with all the criticisms made oy, 
the Industrial and Reformatory Schools. 
He hud taken the trouble last winter to 
visit a'l the institutions of the kind 
in his own neighbourhood, and most of 
them, both for boys and girls were, he 
thought, admirably conducted. In some 
of the boys’ schools there was a certain 
amount of roughness, but the girls 
schools, both Protestant and Catholic, 
he admired very thoroughly. He did 
not in the least desire that the remedy 
should be introduced of taking the 
personal element out of the manage- 
ment of the schools and putting them 
under a public Board. Of course there 
was a public Board in the neighbour- 
hood, as well as the Home Office in 
spectors ; but in all the successful schvols, 
whether Protestant or Roman Catholic 
that success was due to the personal 
influence of the superintendent or the 
sister-in-charge. It was most striking 
and interesting to hear in these schools 
that the girls, whether drawn from the 
criminal classes or the industrial classes, 
were proud to come back in after life 
and bring their husbands and children 
to see where they had been brought 
up. That showed how the managers 
of the schools kept in touch with the 
girls in after life, and continued to take 
a personal and family interest in them. 
The girls were regarded, not as mere 
subjects to be cured, but as human, 
living women, and that it was which 
made the success of the schools which 
he saw and admired. He felt that the 
training which the girls were getting 
was a great deal more “valuable and 
useful to them in after life than that 
girls received in Board 
Schools. In particular, he admired 
very much the day Industrial Schools 
which were doing a good work, and 
that part of the system ought to be 
extended very much. These day In- 
dustrial Schools would be able to take in 
a vast number of children who were 
not in a position to be sent away for 
a long time to an ordinary Industrial 
School, but who ought, on account of 
backwardness or truancy, to go to i 


'day school in which they woul? be 
turned out excellent material. 
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Mr. CALDWELL said they had 
got the usual answer of the Home 
Secretary to matters of this kind. The 
right hon. Gentleman promised to do 
everything he could to get the griev- 
ances remedied. He had the Reports 
of his inspectors in his hands, but what 
had he done to carry out his promises, 
and in how many cases had he inter- 
vened? The hon. Member for Partick 
said he had been inspecting the schools 
about Glasgow, and had found them 
admirable. But there was a school in 
the hon. Member’s constituency on 
which the inspector reported that the 
schoolrooms were defective, and the 
results far below the mark. There had 
been an excess and abuse of punishment, 
and the Report wound up by saying 
that there was to be a changein the 
management. 


There has 


Mr. PARKER SMITH: 
| 


veel. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that that was 
perfectly true, but there were other cases 
mentioned in the Reports. He would 
like to know whether that change had 
been brought about by the Home 
Secretary. He rather thought it was 
from local circumstances. A great many 
of the boys had absconded, giving as an 
excuse that they had been whipped in 
the schoolroom. <A good deal of public 
attention was called to the matter, and 
that was how the school management 
had been reformed. Then there was a 
school at Paisley containing 121 boys 
and 49 girls on which § the 
inspector reported that the buildings 
were in a poor state, and that new 
buildings in a more s_ ble position 
were absolutely need: He had no 
doubt the Home Seer 
attention called to the matter, but what 
had he done? He had been ‘surprised 
at the number of defects in many of 
these schools. It was obvious that 
these were the most important schools 
in the country, because they were deal- 


ing with people who were bordering on | 
That was a class which should | 


crime. 
be dealt with in institutions under the 
control of the Government, and amply 


supplied with teachers; but they were 
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left to be dealt with by private enter- 
prise, by people who had not the requisite 
funds toprovide proper buildings, and how 
could it be expected that private people 
should do what was, after all, the duty 
of the State. The system was bad, and 
the same argument applied to the 
Training Colleges. 


*Mr. PLUMMER (Newecastle-on-Tyne) 
thought that before the discussion closed 
the attention of the Committee should 
be drawn to the fact that the Report 
from which the hon. Member for Dews- 
bury had quoted, and which had con- 
demned the management of the Chadwick 
Memorial School at Newcastle, was three 
or four years old. Now he knew that, 
in spite of the difficult circumstances 
of the case, great efforts had been 
made to improve the condition ot 
that particular institution. He did not 
think the hon. Member should leave any 
unfavourable impression on the minds of 
the Committee as to the condition of 
that school, unless he was perfectly sure 
that the condition of things then com- 
plained of still continued. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said that he had 
quoted from the Report of 1899. He had 
not made any wholesale condemnation 
of Reformatory Schools, because he knew 
some had done and were doing goo! 
work. What he complained of was that 
in many of them the sanitary conditions 
were so bad that the boys were nei 
taught to adopt cleanly habits. Th: 
Home Secretary had asked hor. 
Members to give particular instances of 
defects or of mal-administration ; but li 
did not see why private Members shou! 
undertake the duty of his own in- 
spectors. However, he would be very 
glad to go into any cases he personally 
knew with the right hon. Gentleman. For 
his part he was perfectly well satistied 
with the promise made by the right hon. 
Gentleman that night, and with that he 
would rest content. 


*Mr. PLUMMER said that the Report 
for 1901 in respect of this particular 
institution in Neweastle referred to 
disclosed a very different state of things 
from that described by the hon. Member 











595 Adjournment of 


i) | 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 
“That a sum not exceeding £22,635, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of Mareh 1903, for the Maintenance of 
the 
Criminal Lunatic Asylum.” 


Criminal Lunatics in 3roadmoor 


Mr. CALDWELL said that they we 
entitled to complain that the Report of 
the Lunacy Board was not yet out. 
That placed Members in an awkward 
With- 
out being furnished with the latest 
Reports how could they bring matters of 
complaint under the notice of the differ- 


position in discussing this Vote. 


ent Departments ? A Department simply | 
put down a Vote on the Notice Paper | 
and the Home Secretary came to the. 
Hous: without his papers. The right | 


hon. Gentleman might occasionally con- 


sult with an official under the gallery, | 
but he ordinarily dealt with general | 


platitudes. He affected to know all 
about it, when any matter was brought 
under his notice, although probably he 
had never heard anything of it until it 
had been stated Sut 
when the Home Secretary was asked for 
That 
was not a fair way of dealing with the 
This Question of Lunacy, 


in Committee. 
details he had not a word to say. 


estimates. 
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quired the attention of this House more 
than another it was these Institutions jn 
which those who suffered from mental 
diseases were confined. Their object 
that the 


recommendations regarding the defects 


ought to be to see many 
in the Asylums and the improvement of 
the law for their management should he 
carried out. The Lord Chancellor had, 
year after year, brought in the Lunacy 
to 
great many defects which existed. The 


Bill which was intended cure the 
Bill had been for three years before the 
liouse, although he did not see it this 
years There were certain matters in 
previous Reports, and dealt with in the 
Lord Chanceellor’s Bill, which it would 
have been of considerable importance to 
For 


instance, the Employers’ Liability Act 


discuss on the present occasion. 


did not apply to those in charge of 
patients in ordinary lunatic asylums, or 
in Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylun, 
and nothing was done to give any com- 
| pensation to attendants injured in attacks 
made upon them by patients. Various pro- 
posals had been put before the Govern- 
ment, with the view of improving the 
attendants in these 


position of the 


|asylums. He would like to know what 
the Government intended to do in the 
| matter, for these men had no Civil Service 
| pension? He was surprised to see the 
|Home Secretary laughing ; the right hon. 
| Gentleman was absolutely ignorant of the 
| Bill brought in by the Lord Chancellor. 
|The Attorney General might know of it. 


was one in which he took a great deal of 


interest in many ways, and he knew 
that from time to time in the Reports of 
the Lunacy Commissioners matters of 
the very greatest importance as to dis- 
cipline and the conditions of the asylums 
had been brought to the notice of the 
Home Office. 
buildings or administration which re- 
Mr, Plummer. 


If there was any class of | 


It being midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolutions to be reported 
Monday next; Committee also report 
progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


upon 


House adjourned at five minutes 
after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 15th June, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR — acquain- 


ted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table 
the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :— 

City and Brixton Railway. 

London County Council (Money). 


London County Council (Subways 
and Tramways). 

London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements). 


Also the Certificate that no Standing 


Orders are applicable to the following 


Bill :— 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5). 

Also the Certificates that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with :— 

Local Government Provisonal Orders 

(No. 2). 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 6). 

Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 

sional Orders (Housing of Working 

Classes). 


And also the Certificate that the 


S further Standing Orders applicable to 
sthe following Bill have not been com- 


“lied with : 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
wily. 


_ The same were ordered to lie on the 
. Table. 








LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Examiner’s Certificate of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Tuesday next. 

FELIXSTOWE AND WALTON IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL [1.1.] 

The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 


. CIX, [FOURTH SERIEs. | 
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CLAY CROSS RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 


' with Amendments. 


CITY OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 
MARKET) BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


BROADSTAIRS GAS BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (CRUMLIN 
VIADUCT) BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed further 
with the Bill. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION BILL, 
CITY OF LONDON (STREETS) BILL, 
HALIFAX CORPORATION LILL. 

Read 2*, and committed. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RATLWAY 
BILL. 


Read 2*, and committed: the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 

ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT GAS 

BILL, 

FURNESS RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
BILL. 
Read 3°, and passed. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION 
BILL [1.4. }. 


Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


SCARBOROUGH TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Read 3*, with the Amendments; 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 
FINCHLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL, 
MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
(GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1°; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


COATBRIDGE GAS ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL [H.1. }. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
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MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Returned trom the Commons 

the Amendments agreed to. 


with 


SWANSEA CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [4H.. }. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 

ABERTILLERY URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [1.1.], 
BRADFORD-ON-AVON GAS BILL [u.1.}. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 


to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 2) BLLL, 


IMPROVEMENT OF 
PROVISIONAL 


DRAINAGE AND 
LANDS (IRELAND) 
ORDER BILL. 

Read 3* 
passed. 


(according to order), and 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- | 


VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 


WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL, 
(No. 112), 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 11) BILL: (No. 113). 
Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed, and referred to the 
Examiners. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COMMERCIAL No. 2. (1902), SUEZ 
Returns of Shipping and Tonnage, 
1899, 1900, and 1901 (in continuation 
of “ Commercial, No. 2, 1901’’). 
LAND COMMISSION 
RENTS). 
Return for the month of November, 
1901. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


IRISH (JUDICIAL 


COURT OF SESSION (SCOTLAND). 
Act of Sederunt anent lodging of 
productions for proofs in the Court 
of Session. 
SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minute, dated 7th June, 
1902, granting a retired allowance to 


‘ 


{LORDS} 
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Mr. Robert Frederick Greenwood, tele- 
graphist, Central Telegraph Office, 
London, under section 2 of the Super- 
annuation Act, 1887. 


ARKLOW HARBOUR. 
Report of the Arklow Harbour 
Commissioners, and Statement of 
Accounts for 1901. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


BRITISH MUSEUM BILL [i.1.}. 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; and re-committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) 
AMENDMENT BILL [1.1.}. 
Read 3* (according to Order): An 
Amendment (Privilege) made; Bill 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


ELEMENTARY DAY SCHOOLS. 

Lorp NORTON: My Lords, I beg 
to ask the noble Duke the Lord 
President of the Council when the 
statistics of elementary day schools, 
which are usually published much 
earlier than this, will be placed on the 
Table. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (the DukrE of DEvoNSHIRE): 
These Papers were, I understand, long 
since laid on the Table. The fact that 
they have not been published is entirely 
due to delay on the part of the printers, 
who undertake now that they shall be 
delivered without fail tomorrow. 


TRAINING OF ELEMENTARY 
TEACHERS ABROAD. 

*Lorp NORTON: My Lords, in 
accordance with the notice standing in 
my name, I rise to move for a Return 
of the number of students of each sex 
who have been sent abroad from 
training colleges for a third years 
training under the 120th Article of 
the Code, which permits such additional 
training to be taken either at the 
training colleges or elsewhere; and ot 
how many of each sex have been sent 
to France to reside in colleges, and how 
many otherwise lodged. I really think 
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it is of some importance that your 
Lordships should have this Return. I 
doubt very much whether any one of 
your Lordships, with the exception of 


the noble Duke the Lord President of | 


the Council, is aware of what has been 
going On since 1893, in the way of sending 
young students of both sexes from our 
training colleges to France or Germany 
fora year to finish their training. This 
important alteration has been introduced 
into our system of national education 
simply by the insertion of the single 
word ‘‘elsewhere” in the Code—an 
Amendment of the Code which, I con- 
fess, I did not notice until recently. 


In fact my attention was drawn to it at | 
a meeting of the National Society a | 


week ago, when it was resolved to 
present a petition to the Government 
asking that students sent to the 
Continent for the third year of their 
training should be sent only to places 
where they would have the advantage 
of the English Church service. That is, 
no doubt, an important point, but it is 
not the whole question. 

This innovation has altogether affected 


the character of the general _finish- 
ing year’s training given in our 
training colleges. The sole idea of 


many people who loudly talk of national 
education is better competition with 
foreign industry, and they seem to 
ignore altogether the higher considera- 
tions connected with this important 
question. From their view, no doubt, 
it is important that our students 
should beable to talk foreign languages, 
especially French, fluently ; but is this of 
such importance that the higher consider- 
ations are to be passed over in snatching 
at this one advantage ? I contend that 
those who take French conversation for 
a finishing training of teachers are not 
thinking of the necessities of elementary 
schools at all, but of a State system of 
education for all classes. A Prussian 
system of education in this country is in 
their minds, and when they are sending 
out these students to France and Germany 
to study the language, they are thinking 
mainly of a higher class of students whom 
they intend to turn out for higher posts. 
They want, in the interests of industry, 
a practical apprenticeship of the sons of 
rich manufacturers to lucrative employ- 
ment at the public expense, and under 
Government drill. 
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The noble Duke the Lord President 
_has kindly sent me a cireular, forwarded 
| by the Government in 1900 to all the 
‘training colleges in England, which sets 
forth the conditions on which grants are 
given to send these young students 
abroad. The circular is carefully drawn 
up, and explains minutely the benefits 
expected from the scheme. It is first 
stated that this course would widen 
the culture and experience of the 
students. I doubt whether they would 
get a wider culture in France than 
in England, but as to the experience that 


tary Teachers Abroad. 


| some of these girls might get in Paris, I 


allow they might get a good deal, though I 
am not quite sure that it would be always 
of the right sort, or of any advantage to 
them in training for teachers. The circular 
states, secondly, that a more thorough 
knowledge of the language will be ob- 
tained. Yet the students are required 
to be efficient in simple conversation in 
the language of the country before they 
are sent out. What, then, are they to 
learn by going abroad? Grammatically, 
they could learn French as well at home. 
Going abroad is useful to catch con- 
versation by the ear. The third benefit 
which is alleged is that their methods of 
teaching and school organisation will be 
improved. We are perpetually being 
referred to the Continent for higher 
models of education. I altogether demur 
to this constant reference to the Con- 
tinent. I prefer to judge by the results 
of the education given in England as 
compared with the results of the educa- 
tion given in Germany, and I prefer the 
turn-out of the English youth to the 
turn-out of German prigs. I should be 
very sorry if this country were to hand 
over what is the true responsibility of 
well-to-do parents to give their children 
suitable education to the cast-iron 
state system of France and Germany. 
The circular also directs as to where 
these students are to reside during the 
year's training abroad. The question is 
an important one—important from the 
moral, the religious, and the intel- 
lectual point of view. It is the last year’s 
given training. But what guidance 
does the Government give the train- 
ing colleges in the matter of select- 
ing residences? They refer the college 
authorities to an office of inquiry in 
Cannon-row. With regard to girls, the 


‘Government insist that girls sent to 


X 2 
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Paris should be placed under the super- 
vision of Miss Williams, who is described 
as the head of the Franco-English Guild 
in Paris. I have no doubt that this 
lady is in every way qualified to have so 
responsible an office given her; but | 
contend that when such important 
changes are made in our system of 
national education, your Lordships 
should be kept informed of what is 
being done, and should also be made 
acquainted with the agencies employed 
by the Government. My chief protest 
is against the Department’s powers to 
make such innovation by inserting the 
word elsewhere in an edition of the Code. 
I am quite sure the noble Duke will be 
willing to give the information for which 
I ask, but I shall be prepared to 
amend my Motion in any way in order 
to facilitate the presentation of the 
Return. 


Training of Elemen- 


Moved, for a Return of the number of 
students of each sex who have been sent 
abroad from Training Colleges for a 
third year’s training under the 120th 
Article of the Code, which permits such 
additional training to be taken either at 
the Training Colleges or elsewhere ; and 
of how many of each sex have been 
sent to France to reside in colleges, and 
how many otherwise lodged.—(Lord 
Norton.) 


Tue DUKE or DEVONSHIRE: My 
Lords, there is not the smallest desire on 
the part of the Board of Education to 
withhold any information on this subject 
from your Lordships or the public 
generally. If the noble Lord is satisfied 
with a Return down to the word 
“France,” that Return could be made 
and laid on the Table of the House at 
once. If, however, he requires the 
further information contained in his 
Motion, the Return could not be presented 
so soon. As to the subject generally, 
my attention had not been called to it 
before the noble Lord placed h’s Motion 
on the Paper. It is, as he has very 
correctly stated, a new experiment 
which has been tried since 1893, and the 
circular to which the noble Lord referred, 
issued in 1900, contains some account 
of the experience which had been gained 
in regard to it. The Board of Education 
Lord Norton. 
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does not take any initiative whatever jy 
sending these third year students abroad 
either to France or Germany. It is for 
the training colleges to submit proposals, 
and what the Board of Education does 
is to approve the proposals. Frequently, 
however, the Board of Education has 
been able to give the training colleges 
information which has been ot value to 
them in deciding the nature of the 
proposals they should make. The 
office in Cannon-row to which the 
noble Lord referred is the office 
of the Director of Special Inquiries 
and Reports, of which Mr. Sadler is the 
head. All the information which is re- 
quired by the heads of training colleges 
is supplied there, and it is part of Mr. 
Sadler’s duty to place that information 
entirely at their disposal. I do not feel 
able to pronounce a very positive opinion 
as to whether this system is one of great 
value or not. I am quite ready to ad- 
mit that the continuation of the educa- 
tion of elementary school teachers in 
French and German may not be a 
necessity to the great majority of those 
teachers. It must be remembered, how- 
ever, that we have to train not only 
teachers in elementary schoals but also 
to provide a training for teachers in 
training colleges; and the experience 
which has been gained by the Depart- 
ment, and the experience which the 
training colleges themselves appear 
to have gained, is that by ayail- 
ing themselves of these opportunities for 
completing the education of a small per- 
centage of their teachers abroad, they 
have been able to obtain teachers oi 
wider culture, and therefore better 
qualified for the offices these teachers, 
male or female, may hold in the future 
in training colleges. However, I do not 
think I can do more than promise to 
give the noble Lord all the information 
he asks for; and if he then thinks it 
necessary to take exception to the further 
progress of this experiment, which seems 
to give satisfaction to the authorities of 
training colleges, I shall be happy to 
consider anything he may have to urge 
against it. I should, however, think it 
necessary to confer very carefully both 
with the training college authorities and 
the Inspectors of the Board of Education 
before abandoning an experiment which, 
so far as it has gone, has received the 
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approval of the training college authori- 
ties and has, in their opinion, conduced 
to the better education of their students. 


Lorp NORTON: I am quite willing 
toamend my Motion in accordance with 
the suggestion of the noble Duke, and 
at a subsequent period | shall be glad to 
take the sense of the House upon the 
wisdom of the plan. 


EarL SPENCER: I do not intend to 
goat any length into this subject, which 
is part of the extremely important ques- 
tion of training colleges in this country. 
I believe that at this moment our train- 
ing colleges are very much behind hand, 
not only in the numbers but in some 
respects in the training of the students. 
I did not gather that the noble Duke 
was prepared to abandon this experiment 
merely on the Motion of the noble Lord 
behind him. 


THE DUKE oF DEVONSHIRE: 


hear ! 


Hear, 


Eart SPENCER: I am sincerely glad 
that that is so, because this is not a 
mere question of a student going abroad 
to learn languages. No doubt that is an 
important point ; but the very fact of a 
student, one who is about to conduct 
education himself or herself in this 
country, being abroad must widen his 
or her interests and intelligence to a 
very great degree. I am, therefore, 
sincerely glad to learn that the noble 
Duke does not at all intend to abandon 
this experiment, but that he is only 
going to look into its working. At a 
later time [| hope we may have a fuller 
discussion on this very important subject 
of training colleges in this country. 

On Question, Motion, as amended, 
agreed to. 


House adjourned at Five o’clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 13th June, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
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BILL 


Bill Business. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE 
BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lorbs] 
(NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz. — 

Paisley Gas Provisional Order Con- 

firmation Bill { Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time upon Monday next. 
FINCHLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

SILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 

{New Title. | 
MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
(GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


RENFREW HARBOUR BILL [Lorps]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 

LANCASHIRE COUNTY (LUNATIC 

ASYLUMS BILL [Lorps]. 

As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 
COATBRIDGE GAS ORDER CONFIRMA- 

TION BILL [Lorps. } 

Read the third time, and passed, with- 

out Amendment. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
Asamended, considered; read the 

third time, and passed. 

GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 


As amended, considered ; 
third time, and passed. 


LOCAL 


read the 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 9). 

Mr. TaTron EGERTON reported from the 
Committee on Group 9 of Railway Bills : 
That the parties opposing the Medway 
and Thames Canal Bill [Lords] had 
stated that the evidence of Mr. Charles 
Tuff, High Street, Rochester, and Mr. 
Arthur Woodhams, Fairlawn, Rochester, 
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was essential to their case ; and, it having 
been proved that their attendance could 
not be procured without the intervention 
of the House, he had been instructed to 
move that the said Mr. Charles Tuff and 
Mr. Arthur Woodhams do attend the 
said Committee on Monday next, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, that Mr. Charles Tuff and 
Mr. Arthur Woodhams do attend the 
Committee on Group 9 of Railway Bills 
on Monday next, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. 


BRISTOL WATER BILL [Lorps]. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to Preston 
Corporation Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to—Swindon United Gas 
Bill [ Lords), Newcastle and Gateshead 
Water Bill [Zords|, Ashton-under-Lyne 
and Dukinfield Corporations (Alma Bridge, 
ete.) Bill { Lor/s], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Wild Birds 
Protection Acts.” | Wild Birds Protection 
Acts Amendment Bill (Lords). } 


RICKMANSWORTH GAS BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next, 


PETITIONS. 
BURGH POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Fife, for alteration, to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


From Bradford ; 
Loughborough ; 


Petitions against : 
Stockton on Tees; 


{COMMONS} 
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Swanton Abbott; Scissett ; Rotherham 
(two); Low Moor; Shipley ; Wibsey; 
Queensbury ; Mountain Ash ;, Glossop ; 
Bristol ; Piddington; Leeds: Leicester 
(two): and Sutton in Craven; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions for alteration; From Wake. 
field (seven); and Ogmore; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Aston Manor, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Beddington, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


POLICE RESERVISTS BILL. 
Petition from Fife, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Petition from Bacup, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
RENTS). 
Copy presented, of Return of Judicial 
Rents fixed during the month of 
November 1901 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


(JUDICIAL 


COURT OF SESSION (SCOTLAND) 
1868. 

Copy presented, of Act of Sederunt 
anent lodging of productions for proofs in 
the Court of Session [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ACT, 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 7th June, 1902, granted to Mr. 


Robert Frederick Greenwood, _ tele- 
graphist, Central Telegraph — Office, 


London, a retired allowance under the 
Act [by Act]: to lie upon the Table. 


ARKLOW HARBOUR 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
Arklow Harbour Commissioners and 
Statement of Accounts for 1901 [by Act]; 


‘to lie upon the Table. 
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OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 11th June ; Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
No. 216.] 





SIERRA LEONE. 

Copy presented, of Reports by 
Governor Sir Charles King-Harman, 
K.C.M.G., on his visits to the Protectorate 
(by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 





Proposed Official Shorthand Writers in 

the High Court. 

Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport): To Mr. Attorney 
General if he will recommend the appoint- 
ment of official shorthand writers to 
record all proceedings in the courts of 
the King’s Bench and Chancery Divisions 
oi the High Court of Justice, in con- 
formity with the practice now adopted 
in the Probate, Divoree, and Admiralty 
Division. 


ask 


(Answer.) In many cases the appoint- 
ment of official shorthand writers might 
beot great convenience, but for practical 
purposes shorthand notes are attended 
with some disadvantages, and in small 
cases their use might involve an expense 
out of proportion to the advantage 
gained. The subject requires careful 
consideration before any action is taken. 

(Mr. Attorney General.) 


Scottish Congested Districts Board— 
Wages of Road Labourers. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : Toask the Lord Advocate 
if his attention has been called to the 
deductions made from the wages of 
labourers who are employed on roads 
which have been approved and assisted 
to the extent of 15s. in the pound bythe 
Congested Districts Board. 


(Answer) | am informed by the Con- 
gested Districts Board that neither they 
nor the Government engineer have 
received any complaints as to deduc- 
tions made from the wages of labourers 
employed on roads constructed with 
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their assistance. The usual practice of 
the Congested Districts Board is to grant 
three-fourths of the cost of such work, 
and to stipulate for one-fourth in local 
contributions. The question is therefore 
one between the County Council and 
their employees, rather than for the 
Congested Districts Board. — (Svottish 
Office.) 


Questions. 


Patriotic Fund Commission—Sale of 
Land at Wandsworth. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
it is proposed that any of the land held 
by the Royal Patriotic Fund Commis- 
sioners on Wandsworth Common, from 
which it was originally taken, shall be 
sold or leased for building purposes; and, 
if so, whether he can induce the Com- 
missioners to abstain from committing 
themselves to any engagements in that 
respect until they have given the local 
authorities or the Metropolitan Public 
Gardens Association the opportunity of 
submitting proposals for the acquisition 
of the land as an open space. 


(Answer.) My hon. friend presumably 
refers to a proposal made by the Joint 
Committee of both Houses in regard to 
the Royal Victoria Patriotic Orphanage 
Estate. I must point out that this 
estate is partly in the parish of Wands- 
worth, but is not part of Wandsworth 
Common. The Commissioners are fully 
alive to the tany-sided public interests 
involved in this recommendation, but 
they have as yet come to no decision on 
the matter.—(/Var Office.) 


Customs Second Class Examining Officers. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether it is intended that the pro- 
posals of the Board of Customs in 
reference to the remuneration of second 
class examining officers will be made 
known before the Estimates for this 
Service are set down tor discussion. 


(dnswer.) There will be no unnecessary 
delay in coming to a decision upon this 
subject, but I am unable, at present, 
to fix a date either for the announce- 
ment of the result, or for the discussion 
of the Customs Vote.—(7vreasury.) 
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London Elections Bill—Effect on Wands- 
worth Borough. 

Mr. KIMBER: To ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he is aware that the effect of the London 
Electoral Areas Bill, if passed, will be 
as regards the borough of Wandsworth 
to increase its present disparity in com- 
parison with the average of electorates 
of the United Kingdom, by adding to 
it several hundreds of electors; also 
whether it is the intention of the 
Government to simultaneously propose 
any measure for redressing the increas- 
ing disparities which exist. 


(Answer.) I have not, at 
precise information as to the number 
of electors which would be added to 
the Parliamentary Borough of Wands- 
worth under the London “Elections Bill, 
but a Return is in preparation which 
would give these particulars. From the 
information, however, which appears in 
the recent Census Report, I should 
expect to find that the net increase 
in the number of electors of the borough 
would be very much less than that 
anticipated by my hon. friend. As 
regards the concluding part of the 
(uestion, it is not the intention of the 
Government to propose simultaneously 
with the present Bill any general measure 
of redistribution. (Local Government 
Bourd.) 


present, 


Drum (Monaghan) Village Pump. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will explain 
why the Local Government Board for 
[reland, notwithstanding the petition of 
the inhabitants, have retused to sanction 
the erection of a pump for the supply 
of water to the inhabitants of the 
village of Drum, in County Monaghan ; 
and has he received official reports show- 
ing that cases of fever have oecurred in 
consequence. 


(duswer.) The Board has not refused 
to sanction the erection of a pump at 
Drum; on the contrary, it has urged 
the District Council to take steps for 
the improvement of the water supply 
of the locality. The Medical Ofticer of 
Health has made no report to the effect 
stated at the end of the Question.—(Jrish 
Office .) 


{COMMONS} 
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MIDWIVES BILL. 
Order for Third Reading, read. 
12.15.) Mr. HEYWOOD JOHN. 
STONE (Sussex, Horsham) said that 


| before he moved the Third Reading he had 


to propose one or two verbal Amendments 
which would have the effect of carrying 
out the verbal arrangement which by 
common consent the House entered into 
last Friday. It was clearly understood 
there were two periods to be fixed in the 
Bill, one the date after which no woman 
was to be allowed to represent herself as 
a midwife, and a later period, after which, 
if unregistered, she was not to be allowed 


to act as amidwife. The Amendments of 
which he had given notice would give 


effect to that arrangement. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I 
myself that these are purely 
Amendments which carry out the 
intention of the House. The difficulty 
arises from a date having been inserted 
in the wrong place, and without the 
Amendment the Clause would be non- 
sensical and ungrammatical. 


satisfied 
verbal 


have 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I am in entire sympathy 
with the hon. Member for Horsham. 


Verbal Amendments made. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 


‘That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” —(Mr. Heywood Johnstone.) 
(12.20.) Mere. GRIFFITH — BOs- 


CAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) said he 
entirely accepted the verbal Amendment 
first carried, but he was bound to point 
out that the House was put to consider- 
able difficulty by the fact that the Bill, 
although very much altered on the Report 
stage, had not been reprinted. They 
had not, therefore, before them the 
measure which they were asked to read a 
third time. He had not risen for the 
purpose of endeavouring to stop the Bill 
at all; had that been his object he might 
no doubt have carried it out the previous 
week. But he fully recognised that the 
Bill, although a pec suliar one, ought to be 
allowed to go through. Still it was so 
exceptional in its character that he would 
not like it to be read a third time without 
carrying a word or two on it as he was 
one of those who had always opposed it. 


- 
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The Bill was one which was contrary to 
the whole course of legislation which had 
been carried on this question for many 
years past. Hitherto the object of 
Parliament had been, so far as possible, 
to strengthen the law against what he 
might call quacks and inferior prac- 
titioners. That had been the whole 
tendency of the Medical Acts. At the 
present time, under those Acts, no 
doctor might practice midwifery unless 
he was qualified, not only for midwifery, 
bat also in medicine and surgery. But 
this Bill entirely reversed thi ut policy, 
and instead of making the qualification 
more Strict, it rendered it far more easy 
for a certain number of practitioners 
registered under the Bill to practice 
without possessing these qualifications. 
There were, of course, special reasons 
why that should be allowed. Although 
the law laid it down that those high 
aud full qualifications were necessary 
ior medical men, the fact remained that 
the great bulk of the poorer classes did 
not resort, in ordinary cases of labour, 
tothe medical profession at all. They 
resorted to what were called midwives, 


aud those midwives, being untrained, 
unregistered, and unregulated had un- 


dubtedly been the cause of a vast 
amount of unnecessary suffering in the 
pst; a great many deaths had resulted 
irom their carelessness and want of 
education, and much preventable disease 
is well. The reason why the poorer 
kisses did not avail themselves of the 
aid of doctors, and why they went to 


these ignorant people, was, of course, 
the high charge made by qualified 


practitioners. They could not afford to 
pay the doctor, and so they had resource 
tothe unqualified woman whose charges 
were, of course, very much less. He 
might point out that, unless the Amend- 
ment which was put in the Bill last 
week had been accepted, the measure 
would have been Res useless, because 
t would still have enabled unqualified 
ind untaught practitioners to continue 
their practice as before, and would have 
merely set up a separate class of trained 
practitioners, and, just as at the present 
ime, the poorer people, for financial 
reasons, preferred the unqualified mid- 
wife to the doctor, so he had no doubt. 
it the Bill had passed without that 


Amendment, the result would have been 
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that the registered midwife would have 
proved much more expensive than the 
unregistered; poor people would, in 
consequence, have resorted to the 
cheaper practitioner, and the evil would 
have gone on exactly as at present. He 
fully admitted that a ve ry great improve- 
ment had been made by providing 
that after 1910 it should not be law- 
ful for any woman habitually, or 
for gain, to practice midwifery unless 
registered. But he must point out that 
up to that date the promoters would 
uudoubtedly fail very largely to meet 
the evils which the Bill was designed 
to combat, and he could not say he 
thought much good was likely to result. 
There had been very strong objections 
pressed against that new provision, and 
he had heard sinister rumours that 
attempts might be made to remove it 
from the Bill in another place. He was 
aware that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Bordesley Division 
of Birmingham, who represented the 
Home Office, had spoken strongly and 
indeed felt most strongly against it. He 
had told them that he could not sup- 
port the Amendment. Now he had 
thought a good deal about his right hon. 
friend’s speech; he had read it over 
three or four times, and he must say he 


failed to understand the right hon. 
Gentleman’s objection. He had_ told 


them that the insertion of the words 
would not merely prevent unregistered 
women from nursing in midwifery 
eases, but that it would also prevent the 
unqualified woman from doing menial 
offices and assisting a friend during her 
period of labour ; it would prevent her 
looking after the ordinary household 
duties which would naturally be per- 
formed by the woman herself were she 
able to do them. He could not see 
that that would follow from the Amend- 
ment, because it provided distinctly that 
the woman must habitually and for 
gain attend women in childbirth. What 
was clearly intended to be dealt with was 
the actual nursing of the woman during 
the course of labour, and not the per- 
formance of various menial functions. 
Of course, if there were any doubt as to 
the real meaning of the words they 
could be altered in another place, so as 
to make it clear that what was to be pre- 
vented was actual attendance in labour by 
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Reference had 


an unregistered woman. 


been made to the case of the agricul- | 


tural labourer, and a suggestion had 
b-en thrown out that his wife would not 
be able to afford to pay for a trained 
midwife at all. Then what was the 
good of the Bill at all? Its avowed 
object was to prevent untrained women 
from practising, and if they were still to 
allow such women to practise amongst 
the poorer classes the result would be 
that they would remove the benefit of 
the Bill altogether from those classes. 
It was most important, if such a Bill 
were to be passed, that it should apply 
to all classes, rich and poor alike, and 
no real good could result from it unless 
the words with which he was dealing— 
or similar ones—were left in the mea- 
sure. There were one or two other points 
he would like to touch upon. He would 
have liked to have seen the Central 
Board made a stronger body. He agreed 
with his hon, friend the Member for the 
Scotland Division of Liverpool that the 
British Nurses Institution ought to be 
represented on it. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: It is. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
that as the Bill had not been reprinted, 
and as the Amendments were gone 
through so hastily in the previous week, 
it was almost impossible for anyone to 
know exactly what was contained within 
it. He was glad to have the assurance 
of his hon. friend. But that did not 
entirely meet his views. He thought 
the local control ought to have been 
made stronger. He could only say, in 
conclusion, that he did not intend to 
vote against the Third Reading of the 
3ill because he fully recognised that his 
hon. friend the Member for Horsham, 
who was in charge of it, had worked for 
a great many years in order to cope 
with a great evil. It was a Bill of a 
very peculiar nature and one which 
ought not to be oppressive in its action, 
and it was only because it dealt with a 
special set of circumstances that he, and 
other hon. Members who had acted with 
him, had withdrawn their opposition. 
He hoped, however, in due time they 
would revert to the proper principle of 
making the qualifications required in 
these matters more strict than at the 
present time, 

Mr. Griffith 


Bosca wen. 
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(12.25.) Mr. RENSHAW (Rentrewshire, 

W.) said he rose to express views which 
were in opposition to those of his hon. 
friend who had just spoken. The hon. 
Gentleman spoke approvingly of the 
Amendment made in the Bill on the 
report stage, but, for his part, he feared 
that the Amendment to which special 
attention had been drawn was likely to 
cause great difficulty in many rural 
parts of the country. There were many 
outlying districts in the Highlands where 
it was impossible without great expense 
to secure the services of a trained mid- 
wife. That was a point which ought to 
be considered, and if the words which 
had been inserted in the Bill were to be 
maintained there he thought they ought 
to be modified in the direction of making 
it possible to put some charge upon the 
public rate so as to meet cases of hard- 
ship. There was only one other point 
to which he wished to allude. His hon. 
friend had elicited the fact that on the 
report stage the hon. Member for the 
Seotland Division for Liverpool secured 
the insertion of a provision securing 
representation on the Central Board 
to the British Nurses Association. 
He was very glad that the promoters 
assented to that change, and he would 
like to make a further appeal to them to 
also give representation on the Board to 
the Queen Victoria Jubilee Institute for 
Nurses. He had a letter in his hands 
from the Secretary of that Association 
in which she said that the institute was 
constantly training nurses and supervis- 
ing their work all over the country, 
that, as a rule, they had between 400 
and 500 midwives on their books, and 
that, consequently, it was only fitting 
they should be represented on the 
Central Board. He hoped his hon. 
friend would take steps to secure them 
such representation when the Bill was 
under consideration in another place. 
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Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) said he 
gladly joined in the appeal which had 
been made by the last speaker. The 
Amendment accepted last week did pro- 
vide in some measure for the representa- 
tion of qualified nurses on the Central 
Board, but he strongly held that, in 
view of the exceptionally valuable work 
which the Queen’s nurses were doing all 
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over the country, it was only right and 
ftting that their institute should be re- 
presented on the Central Board. He 
knew it was too late to give legislative 
efect to that suggestion in that House, 
but he did appeal to his hon. friend the 
Member for Horsham to hold out to 
them some hope that the Bill would be 
amended in that direction elsewhere. 


(12.30.) Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, 
XY.) said there was no doubt that the 
medical profession throughout the 
country were by no means satisfied with 
the Bill, but, in view of the great in- 
terest displayed by the hon. Gentleman 
in charge of it, they had waived many 
of their objections in the hope that in 
the near future an amending Bill would 
be introduced which would meet their 
views. Now, in Ireland they had an 
almost perfect system for looking after 
poor women in the time of labour. They 
had well arranged dispensary districts 
vith a doctor, in charge, and under him 
amidwife. The latter could not attend 
the patient on her own initiative. She 
had to get written authority from the 
loctor. and thus the latter was in close 
touch with the midwife and was called 
in in case of necessity. He had heard it 
aid in the course of those debates that 
the process of parturition was easy and 
natural. But the fact was that, owing 
to our highly civilised condition, it had 
lecome almost unnatural in many in- 
stances. im many cases the administra- 
tion of chloroform was necessary, and he 
did hold that poor people should have a 
tight to callin medical men and to get 
elief from their sufferings equally with the 
highest ladies in the land Was not 
the Government as represented by the 
Home Office in favour of the very 
necessary Amendment made in the Bill. 
He heard the Under Secretary say it 
would be a very terrible thing to deprive 
the poorer women of the help of the 
handy woman in time of trouble, as it 
was necessary to have somebody in the 
house to look after the children and do 
thedirty work. But had the right hon. 
(entleman never heard of antiseptics— 
the very things which were used to 
guard people from dirt and filth. It 
was one thing to do the menial offices 
and these handy women could. 





THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
JESSE COLLINGS, Birmingham, Bordesley) : 
Who is to pay ? 


Dr. THOMPSON said the best plan 
would be to establish a proper system of 
dispensary districts in England, and then 
there would be no trouble on the score 
of payment. The cost could be placed 
on the taxpayers asin the case of Ire- 
land. Like a good many other medical 
men he began his profession as a general 
practitioner, but he had long given up 
that branch of his work, and he could 
testify, not only to the dangers and 
frightful results of the work of these 
unqualified women, but also to the 
terrible lacerations and other injuries 
produced by carelessness of the grossest 
character. His time was greatly taken 
up in remedying the horrible deformities 
suffered by unfortunate people through 
the carelessness of these ignorant women. 
People in the country did not under- 
stand the great danger to which women 
were exposed in this matter, and a rich 
country like England might well follow 
the example set by Ireland in making 
provision for poor women. There were 
a great many defects in the Bill, but 
there were also some very good things. 
The medical profession was not a very 
money-grubbing profession. The other 
day he was thinking of his own work. 
He supposed that in the course of the 
year he attended about 1,000 persons 
for fees, but the remaining 5,000 paid 
him nothing. No doubt, that was the 
experience of every other doctor, except- 
ing, perhaps, those in the very highest 
positions, and they, of course, had not 
the time to do it. Wherever they saw 
suffering, misery, or trouble, they did 
all they could to alleviate it—for pay- 
ment if they could get it, but without 
payment if necessary. He hoped that 
if the Bill passed through the other 
House the Government would not 
attempt to take out the penalising clause 
which, in his opinion, was absolutely 
necessary. There was not a doctor in 
the kingdoms who would not support 
that clause in the interests of the poor. 
There was not a clause in the Bill so 
absolutely necessary. It would prevent 
the practice of these unqualified women, 


and he trusted, therefore, that instead of 
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opposing that Amendment in the Bill, 
any alteration that might be suggested 
would be in the direction of trying to 
make the measure of more use to the 
poor people of this country. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark- 
shire, Partick) said he did not think 
the hon. Member had said a word too 
much on behalf of the medical profession. 
Everyone must recognise the enormously 
unselfish and devoted services gratui- 
tously rendered by the members of that 
profession. Much of it, of course, might 
be said to be done for the sake of educa- 
tion and practice, but the vast bulk of it 
was done by men who came into con- 
tact by suffering and who, out of the 
charity and liberality of their hearts, 
came to the relief of the poor without 
any thought of pay or remuneration. 
They would all like the women of the 
country to get the best skill available, 
but how was that going to be arranged ! 
Let them look the facts in the face. ‘They 
foun! that a comparatively small pro- 
portion of the women of the country 
could cliim the assistance of the medical 
profession. At present there was, no 
doubt, an enormous amount of mischief 
done by ignorance on the part of mid- 
wives, and the object of the Bill was to 
endeavour to improve the education of 
midwives. They must act gradually. 
He personally would have been delighted 
if it had been found possible to go 
further than was proposed in the Bill, 
and to insist upon higher qualifications 
for midwives. But he believed that any 
attempt to make too stringent demands 
with regard to qualifications would 
render the measure unworkable. They 
must be satisfied with advancing by 
steps, aud they could only hope to be 
able to make further advances in the 
future. lle believed that the step tor- 
ward mide by this Bill would effect a 
real improvement with regard to the 
qualifications of ordinary midwives up 
and down the country. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Tunbridge had suggested that 
the Bill was contrary to the general 
tenure of the law. He, on the other 
hand, would have said it was exactly in 
accordance with it, because hitherto the 
object of the law had been to secure the 
registration of those who were authorised 
Dr. Thompson. 
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and qualified, and to take every precau- 
tion that those who were neither author- 
ised nor qualified should not pretend to 
be so. One could not stop them from 
practising altogether, one could not pre. 
vent people taking advice from whom they 
chose in regard to their health and pay- 
ing for it, but one could make sure that 
a person in going to somebody who was 
not recognised by the faculty, was in a 
position to know that the person so 
visited was not entitled to claim to be 
that which he was not. His hon. friend 
had spoken of the Amendment which 
had been introduced to prevent un- 
registered women practising after the 
year 1910. He was exceedingly glad to 
see that Amendment put into the Bill; 
he heartily supported it, and he hoped 
that no effort would be made to remove 
it from the Bill in another place. The 
object of the Bill was to improve the status 
and education of midwives, and he con- 
ceived that the wide interval of seven 
years between the Dill coming in force 
and the prohibition clause becoming 
operative would afford plenty of time 
for those women who were now practising 
midwifery to get more knowledge and 
experience, as well as higher qualifications, 
so as to make them fit to be placed on the 
roll by 1910. There were provisions 
already in the Bill enabling women practis- 
ing at the present time to be put on the 
roll, on showing that they were already 
in practice and that they were already 
of good character, and he thought some 
provision might be added to give them 
a chance to go on practising after 1910 
and to be put on the register on easier 
terms than those applicable to midwives 
starting afresh. The Bill had had careful 
and jealous scrutinv, and, as regarded 
the feeling of the medical profession at 
large, he entirely agreed with the hon. 
Member for North Monaghan that that 
profession had been simply looking at it 
from the point of view of endeayour- 
ing to get what was best for the 
women of the country. In his opinion 
they had sometimes been somewhat im- 
practicable in asking for too much at 
once; but still, he was sure that, on the 
whole, their objections and criticisms 


had been animated by the highest 
motives. 
(12.40.) Str WALTER FOSTER 


(Derbyshire, Ilkeston) said the Bill was 
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one in which he had taken a benevolent 












au- ; 
interest for some ten years or more, and 

+e he would like to say a word or two with 
, 6 reference to its present position. That 
nen position was somewhat different jWhen, a 
wa week previously, they met to consider 
ley the measure and were faced with some 
ae sven pages of Amendments. Then 
hat apparently it had hardly any prospect of 
_ passing. But suddenly, and almost 
aie unexpectedly, they were all in harmony 
L SO with reference to the measure, and it 
_ be passed through most rapidly, with the 
iend assistance of hon. Members on his side of 
hich the House. That singular phenomenon 
un- was due to a complete change in the 
the character of the Bill with reference to 
| to unqualified practice. That change and 
Bill ; alteration would, he hoped, be retained 
oped inthe Bill at all costs, in the course of 
nove its future progress. They did not, last 
The week, receive any very explicit declaration 
atus from the Government of their adhesion 
con- to their new principle introduced in the 
even Bill; on the contrary, the right hon. 
force Gentleman the Under Secretary — for 
ning the Home Department made a speech 
time f considerable fervour defending the 
ising position of unqualified practitioners, 
and specially in rural districts. With 
ions, that he had the greatest sympathy, be- 
1 the ause he thought that any measure 
sions which deprived the somewhat remote 
rcts- localities, Where perhaps medical men 
1 the lid not reside, of the assistance which 
eady these persons had hitherto been able to 
eady give to poor women in labour would be 
eel serious injury to the poorer classes. 
pe But he thought the right hon. Gentle- 
“. @uan’s fears were exaggerated, and 

— ertainly as years went by the difficulty 
oa vould be overcome, as suitable and 
dod leerving persons now practising mid- 
oye witery would be able to get on the roll 
Bee midwives and thus be put in a 
that § ition to carry on their calling with- 
peg ut difficulty. The right hon. Gentle- 
vour. § Zan waxed very indignant with reference 
the certain terms which had been used in 

inion  @gard to some of these women. But he 
t im- jute misunderstood the sense in which 
sh at the word “dirty” had been applied to 
1 the @them. It was in no sense used in the 
cisms rdinary acceptation of the term. It 
ghest as applied in its purely _ scientific 
Bense. The right hon. Gentleman desired 
that these women should be allowed to 

‘TER x employed in the interests of the poor ; 
1 was ind that they should be allowed to be 
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engaged to keep the home cleanly. To 
that there was no objection. But what 
was contended was that they ought not 
to be allowed, from a scientific point of 
view, to be brought into contact with 
the patient; ignorant and untrained 
persons should not, in future, be 
allowed to perform one of the most 
delicate and responsible functions which 
woman could be called upon to perform 
for one of her sisters. Now, he wanted 
to elicit from the right hon. Gentleman 
a pledge that, whatever changes might 
be made in the Bill in another place, the 
words “practising habitually and for 
gain after 1910” should not be interfered 
with. The so-called compromise of the 
previous week rested upon the insertion 
of those words and that date. The 
opponents of the Bill had given away a 
great deal by accepting so distant a date, 
but they had, at any rate, accepted a 
principle which they believed to be a 
useful and valuable one, and he would 
be sorry if anything were done to 
interfere with the carrying out of it. 
All that was wanted was, not to protect 
the medical profession, but to secure 
that at some date there should be 
security that the women employed in the 
performance of these functions were 
properly instructed for the discharge of 
duties so serious to those on whom they 
were performed. He believed the Bill 
would have to be more or less amended 
in the near future, and for the reason 
that the working of it was exceedingly 
complicated. He was not satisfied with 
the constitution of the Midwives Board, 
and he did not think that the relationship 
of the County Councils to the Bill was 
sufficiently defined. He feared that the 
Board would not work altogether with- 
out friction, and he would like to see 
the medical officer of health in every 
locality made more directly responsible 
for the supervision of these matters in 
his district, and putin a position to 
enforce proper and just demands. Very 
valuable work might be done by medical 
officers in this respect, and hence he 
would throw more responsibility upon 
them. The expenses Under the Bill 
might be heavy, and that was a matter 
which the County Councils would have 
to take into consideration. He believed, 


as he had said on previous occasions, that 
this Bill was only part of a much greater 
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measure of legislation which was needed 
for this country, and he did not think 
it should have been left for a private 
Member to deal with this subject. But 
now the Home Office had assumed, to 
some extent, responsibility for the Bill, 
he hoped they would look after it care- 
fully, and see that it was not altered on 
the points he had named. It only dealt 
with a comparatively small fraction of a 
great public question. There - were 
probably in this country some 3,000 or 
4,000 midwives whom the Bill would 
affect. But there were also some 80,000 
nurses who required supervision and 
control, just as much as midwives, and 
it should be the duty of the Home Office 
to introduce a measure for the super- 
vision of the whole of these women who 
practice delicate functions. 





(12.48.) Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, 
Peckham) congratulated his hon. friend 
the Member for Horsham on the success 
which had attended his labours after so 
many years. Everyone in the House, 
he was sure, recognised that a Bill of 
that description was necessary, and was 
glad that it had fallen to the lot of the 
hon. Gentleman to pilot it through so 
successfully. But they must not allow 
their joy at his success to prevent them 
examining some of the provisions before 
it left that House. Everyone would 
admit that, in the interests of the 
country, some measure of that sort was 
required. But at the same time they 
were bound to take care that it did 
not cause any hardship which might be 
avoidable. ‘They had heard several 
doctors speak in that House on the Bill, 
and it was curious to note how they 
differed, irrespective of polities. It 
must be borne in mind that it would 
not be a good thing to institute a class 
of people who would practically do away 
with doctors. He did not say that 
in the interests of doctors themselves 
because personally he did not think it 
would be possible to institute a class of 
midwives who would be sufficiently 
skilled to undertake the duties of their 
profession in all cases. No one would 
deny that, under certain circumstances, 
it was necessary tocall in a doctor. But 
they must remember that many of the 
people who were attended by midwives 
were not in a position, to pay the expense 
Sur Walter Foster. 
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of calling in a doctor, and, at the same 
time, of employing a skilled midwife, jp 
addition to somebody else to perform the 
ordinary duties of the house. There 
was, therefore, a good deal to be said for 
the objection raised by his right hon. 
friend the Under Secretary for the Home 
Department to the Amendment which 
was introduced on the report stage a 
week ago. The hon. Member for North 
Monaghan had stated that the medical 
profession were not satisfied with the 
Bill, and, in answer to an interjection 
made by the Under Secretary, he said 
that something ought to be done which 
was not provided for in the Bill. The 
hon. Member for Tunbridge had also 
expressed his inability to understand the 
objections of the Under Secretary to the 
new Clause. Now, as he took it, the 
words introduced in the Bill provided 
that no woman “shall attend.’’ What 
was the meaning the word “ attend?” 
They all knew that,in small villages, 
the wife of a labourer was often not ina 
position to pay some one to attend to 
the ordinary household duties, such as 
washing the children and cooking the 
meals, things which had io be done 
whatever happened. As he understood 
the Bill, the labourer’s wife would be 
prevented from employing a woman of 
that sort unless she was absolutely 
limited to those duties. He presumed 
there would be nothing to prevent her 
having a woman as general servant to 


‘undertake the household duties, but how 


on earth could she afford to pay two or 
even three people? In the first place 
she would have to have a qualified mid- 
wife, secondly there would be the general 
servant, and finally, if it were a compl 
cated case, the doctor might have to be 
called in. This was a Very serious 
matter, and, while he quite recognised 
that a great evil had grown up under 
the present system, he thought they 
should be very careful not to create new 
evils. It was a question whether now 
that this Amendment had _ been intro- 
duced they would not be establishing a 
midwife ring. It had been suggested 
that the tendency of legislation was 
adverse to quacks practising. But as he 
understood it all the law provided was that 
a man should not call himself a doctor 
unless he was properly qualified. It did 
not prevent an unqualified man from 
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ractising. Beforeit was altered last week 

the Bill merely gave effect to the rules 
and regulations which applied to the 
medical profession, and he thought that 
the alteration which had been made 
went further than was necessary. He 
did not know whether the Under Secre- 
tary, in answer to the appeal of the hon. 
Member for the Ilkeston Division, was 
going to give any indication of the line 
which the Government might take in 
another place. At any rate he hoped 
he would not give the pledge asked for 
by the hon. Member, and that he would 
not bind the Government hard and fast 
to support the retention of the Amend- 
ment. While he thought there were 
serious objections to that Amendment, he 
must say that, on the whole, he held the 
Bill to be a very good Bill, and he would 
be glad to see it pass its Third Reading. 
In one of the speeches which had been 
made during the debates on the measure 
asuggestion had been thrown out that 
ifthe Bill became law illegal operations 
would be frequent. He did not believe 
there was any ground whatever for that 
suggestion, and he did not think the 
fears of it were justified. He would only 
say in conclusion that he hoped, before 
the Third Reading was agreed to, the 
right hon. Gentleman would indicate the 
intentions of the Government as_ to 
dealing with it in another place. 


(1.0.) Mr. T. P.. O'CONNOR 
congratulated his hon. friend for 
Horsham on the fact that the Bill 
was perfectly safe. He did not 


think the House was likely to divide 
against the Third Reading, and even if 
it did he would feel bound to vote for it. 
He need not, therefore, be alarmed if 
some debate were thought necessary at 
that stage. In the first place let him 
say that he entirely sympathised with 
the proposals made by one or two hon. 
Members, thatthe Jubilee Nurses should 

granted representation on _ the 
Central Board. It was quite in accord 
with his views. The reason he insisted 
om the British Nursing Association 
having representation, was that he 
looked on this question as largely one of 
nursing, and in order to make the Bill 
elective, it was necessary to have the 
very best representation of nursing 
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institutions. He hoped, therefore, that, 


Bill, 


the hon. Member for Horsham would 
see his way to accepting the suggestion 
as to the Jubilee Nurses. The other day, 
having obtained what he considered to 
be reasonable terms, he was very anxious 
to see the Bill gothrough, and as a some- 
what dangerous point was raised, he did 
not insist on some of the Amendments 
he had on the Paper. But he would 
strongly put it to his hon. friend that 
the governing body might be further 
improved. One of the points he would 
like to draw attention to was that 
the Board was to a large extent a 
London Board. No doubt London 
bodies had a very representative char- 
acter in regard to other parts of the 
country, but still it was a London 
Board, and there was nothing in which 
the habits of different parts of the 
country varied more than on _ the 
question of midwifery. It was therefore 
desirable, if they could, to make some 
change in the governing body, so as to 
secure better provincial representation. 
As he read the Bill, the rules adopted 
by the Central Midwives Board for the 
regulation of examinations, etc., were 
subject to revision by the Priory 
Council, in consultation with the 
General Medical Council. But he would 
put it to the House that the rules were 
of such vital importance that they 
should also be subject to the supervision 
and control of Parliament, and might 
well be laid on the Table for a period 
of twenty, thirty, or forty days before 
finally passing into law, for then if it 
were found that the rules went in 
anything like a retrograde direction, 
and if they relaxed in any way the 
splendid training given in modern times 
to nurses, they could be subjected to 
sharp and severe criticism. With regard 
to the Amendment, which was the 
outcome of the compromise arrived at 
a week ago, he hoped that the Home 
Office would accept the verdict of the 
House of Commons. The matter had 
been very carefully considered, and he 
thought the concession made was a very 
fair approach to what they asked. He 
had been twitted with accepting in the 
House a proposal against which he 
voted in Committee, but he would 
remind hon. Members that he was 
making the best battle he could to get 
some form of compromise, and at any 
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rate he secured that a fair breathing 
space was given to the women now 
practising as midwives. He was con- 
siderably impressed and touched by the 
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speech of his right hon. friend last 
week. No doubt there was some 
difficulty in regard to working the 


Bill in country districts. People were 
poor, and midwifery was simply one 


of the many occupations by which 
women earned a livelihood. Let him 
put this strongly to the House. His 


hon. friend in charge of the -Bill had 
begun a good work. He hoped he 
would continue it, and endeavour to 
assimilate the English to the Irish 
system. In Ireland they had an almost 
perfect system, every poor woman in 
labour was entitled to the assistance 
of the dispensary doctor without fee 
or reward. There was attached to 
every dispensary district in Ireland a 
thoroughly trained nurse. He insisted 
that nursing was at the very root of 
matter. Midwifery was more a 
matter of nursing than anything else, 
and unless a woman got a training in 
absolute cleanliness in all matters con- 
nected with nursing—such as was given 
in hospitals, she was almost worse than 
useless at the bedside of a woman in 
labour. Not only was it true that they 
had nurses attached to every dispensary 
district in Ireland, but in some 
where the Boards of Guardians had been 
foolish enough not to appoint one, a 
sealed order had come down from the 
Loeal Government Board, directing 
them to do it, and in some eases appoint- 
ing a nurse over their heads. He 
thought it a little discreditable to a rich 
country like England that it should not 
be willing to pay out of the rates what 
a poor country like Ireland was willing 
to pay. But this question could not 
stay where it was. ‘They had only 
touched the fringe of the question in 
that Bill. He was entirely at issue 
with some of the views expressed by 
the hon. Member for West Aberdeen- 
shire. As a matter of fact they had 


this 


cases 


around them innumerable instances 
where the happiness of homes and 
families had been darkened by bad 


treatment at the time of parturition. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I do not think I expressed 
any opinion to justify these remarks. 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: My hon, 
friend gave such an eloquent and 
picturesque description of the facilities 
for treatment that I think he rather 
forgot the natural inference. He wag 
no doubt an excellent doctor, but he 
had not been in practice for some time, 
and he rather under-rated the magni- 
tude of the cases where parturition was 
not perfectly natural. As a matter of 
fact, a small bit of dirt under the nail 
of a nurse might destroy the life of the 
child, or if it did not destroy it, it might 
poison the life of the child, and even of 
the mother—as it had done in millions 
ot cases—tor the rest of her days. One 
of his hon. friends near him had had 
tragic experience of that. Having know- 
ledge of these evils, surely they had been 
pertectly justified in sternly and vigi- 
lantly watching every line of that Bill, 
With regard to the clause introduced 
into the Bill, he thought there was a 
good deal worthy of attention in the 
speech of the Under Secretary. That 
remark especially applied to the case 
of the village, and the policy he would 
like to see pursued would be the 
application of a system of gentle vio- 
lence to those districts, so that by 1910 
the difficulty which obtained today 
would no longer exist. He would like 
to bring pressure on these localities 
to imitate the example of Ireland. The 
Department had a period of eight years 
in which to cope with the difficulty. 
He had himself been in a rather difficult 
position as regarded that Bill. He was 
asked by men of great eminence in the 
medical world to eriticise some of its 
provisions, and to make certain sug- 
gestions. Some of those gentlemen had 
regarded him as a half-hearted advocate 
of these views, and he had already been 
subjected to some reproach because he 
had not taken advantage of the Par- 
liamentary situation to try and postpone 
the passage of the Bill for another year. 
Well, he accepted quite cheerfully the 
charge of half-heartedness, for he was 
so conscious of the evils with which 
the Bill proposed to deal, that he was 
not prepared at any moment to prevent 
his hon. friend from taking — that 
moderate step in advance towards 
meeting them. He insisted on his views 
as long ag he could, and in his heart of 
hearts he never intended, if he could 





























628 


hon. 
and 
llities 
ather 
> Was 
It he 
time, 
agni- 
1 was 
er ot 
> nail 
f the 
night 
en of 
lions 
One 
- had 
now: 
been 
vigi- 

Sill. 
luced 
ras a 
1 the 
That 
case 
vould 

the 
7] vio- 
1910 
today 
| like 
alities 
The 
years 
culty. 
ficult 
e Was 
n the 
yf its 
sug- 
1 had 
ocate 
- been 
se he 
Par- 
tpone 
year. 
y the 
p was 
which 
» was 
event 
that 
wards 
views 
art of 
could 








529 Midwives 


wt anything like « fair compromise, to 
ary his opposition to the point of 
stroying his hon. friend’s work for 
nother year— work to which many 
arnest men and women had devoted 
years of strenuous labour. 


1.20.) Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) 
aid the hon. Gentleman who had just 
nken had met the promoters through- 
uit ina very reasonable and concilia- 
ory way, and had never advanced his 
jections in a manner calculated to 
teat the Bill. He entirely concurred 
ith his expression of regret that in this 
aatter England had not imitated the 
sample of Ireland. It was to be re- 
wetted that they had not a medical 
fiver attached to every County Council 
» England who could deal with this 
He rose mainly to reply to 

> observations of the hon. Member 
tor the Ilkeston Division observations 
lirected not against the principle of the 
Bill, or the effect it would have in the 
lirection for which they had beenstriving, 
itcomplaining that it was such a poor 
tribution to the law on the subject 
He thought that criticism a little severe 
nthe Bill) He recognised that it was 
smal! contribution and would 
nave been glad had that been a large 
ne, but seeing that the measure was in 
‘he hands of a private Member and owed 
is success to the perseverance, industry 
ud ability of the hon. Gentleman they 
ight to accept it with gratitude. It 
is. In fact, a substantial and dist’net 
ntribution towards the removal of evils 
rhich they would be glad toseediminished 
nd, indeed, altogether removed. He did 

hink the hon. Gentleman the Mem 
er for Ilkeston had established any 
vnious charge against the Bill when he 
‘poke of its complexity. They might be 
‘ure it would work in the direction they 
lldesired, and if in two or three years 
they found that in certain directions it 
equired amendment, the experience 
the would be of 
‘ormous value in improving it. He 
‘utirely endorsed the hope expressed by 
friend that the 
rould do everything in their power to 
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Liverpool distinctly accepted the Amend- 
ment as a compromise. Personally he 
would have been glad if the delay had 
not been so long, but certainly some 
delay was indispensable, and it was 
necessary to take care that time should 
be given to women now practising to 
get themselves certified. Poor women 
in the country should not be deprived ot 
that assistance which was absolutely 
indispensable to them, and which with- 
out some delay it would be impossible to 
secure for them. They therefore accepted 
eratefully and cheeriully the Amendment 
which had been placed in the Bill. It 
was certainly not asked for, and neither 
was it urged in the interests of the 
medical profession. It might incidentally 
—he did not know whether it would— 
operate to their advantage, but its aim 
and object was the protection of women 
desirous of obtaining competent and 
properly certified persons to attend them 
in the time of labour. He thought he 
Was expressing the opinion of every 
Member of the House who had taken an 
interest in the Bill when he congratu- 
lated the hon. Member for Horsham on 
securing the passage into law of a useful 
Bill aiming in a direction which they 
had all been striving for for many years, 
and he hoped that the suecess which he 
had achieved in that instance would be 
an encouragement to him to pursue his 
efforts to remove the detects undoubtedly 
remaining in the law. 


*Sim FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
said he heartily congratulated his hon. 
friend on the conclusion of his long 
labours. It had been a great pleasure 
to him to associate himself with the 
hon. Gentleman’s exertions, and he 
rejoiced that they had now reached a 
stage when the probability of the Bill 
becoming law in. the near future 
amounted almost to a certainty. He 
felt great regret that many of his 
friends in the medical profession had 
not regarded the Bill with more favour, 
but he hoped that, in the course of 
the interval which would elapse before 
the measure became operative, their 
views would change, that they would 
feel some sympathy with it, and that 
their fears would be found to be with- 
out foundation. The Bill was, no doubt, 


_ greatly altered during its passage through 


Y 
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the Report stage, and he was gratified 
to find his hon. friend in charge of it 
accepting Amendments which, upstairs, 
he had strenuously resisted. He rose 
for the sake of consistency to express 
his satisfaction at the delay which had 
been provided for in the application of 
what was practically the compulsory 
clause. He resisted that clause 
Committee, because he felt perfectly 
sure that the adoption of it at that 
time would inflict great injustice and 
cause much hardship. But the delay 
until the year 1910 had entirely altered 
the whole situation, for it afforded 
ample time for the women now practis- 
ing midwifery to comply with the new 
conditions. He hoped that they would 
do so, because he was perfectly sure 
that, unless they soon evinced an 
inclination to take warning from the 
passing of the enactment during the 


present session, there would be a 


resumption of activity, and pressure 
might be reluctantly brought to bear 
upon the House to initiate further 
legislation. He rejoiced that their 


labours might be regarded as complete, 
and he felt sure that the alteration to 
be made in the law would be approved 
in both town and country districts. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.E.) 
said the House would rejoice, and a 


much wider circle outside Parliament 
would be equally gratified, at the 


probable passing of this Bill into law, 
and he earnestly hoped that no impedi- 
ment would be placed in its way in 
another place. During the past twelve 
years the Bill had gone through as many 
perils as Ulysses. It had been wrecked 
sometimes on one point and sometimes 
on another, but the difficulties in front 
of it had now practically disappeared, 
and they might hope that in a short time 


a Bill which would be productive of the 


greatest good to the community would 
have safely passed into law. He would 
like to incidentally mention that among 
the petitions presented to the House in 
favour of the measure had been 
coming from that class of the community 
which was most likely to be benefited by 
the change in the law. It must be some 
satisfaction to the House to know that 
the working classes had taken that oppor 
tunity of showing that they desired to 
secure properly qualified attendance in 


seven 


Sir Francis Powell. 


in! 
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He would like to add 
his meed of praise and congratulation to 
the hon. Member for Horsham, who had 
for so many years worked with untiring 
zeal on behalf of the Bill. The success 
which had attended his efforts must be a 
great encouragement to hon. Members 
in charge of other Bills to exercise the 
same energy and pertinacity. 
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*(1.30.) Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: 
An appeal has been made to the Govern. 
ment to take charge of this Bill in 
another place, but it must be evident to 
the House that the Government can give 
no such pledge, for the reason that, 
throughout, it has been perfectly under- 
stood that the Bill is absolutely a private 
Members’ measure and not a Government 
I shall vote for this Bill for two 
reasons. First of all the Bill as it stood 
without this Amendment was a thoroughly 
good Bill and was a long step in the right 
direction. It prevented the word midwife 
heing used by persons unqualified to per- 
form this office. In the second place Lieel 
that after the conciliatory and courteous 
manner in which the promoter of this 
Bill has piloted it through the Grand 
Committee and through this House it 
would somewhat unecourteous — to 
attempt to destroy his labours. I have 
heen opposed to the Amendment that was 
introduced, because that Amendment as it 
stands will prevent any woman doctor in 
the future attending a case of childbirth. 
That will be the effect of it. 


one, 


he 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: Not at all. 
Women doctors practising in our large 
towns are all legally qualified. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : But they 
would not be in a position under this bill 
to attend childbirth. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: Yes, they 
would. They would be in exactly the 
same position as any other qualified 


doctor. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : Then I can 
only say I do not know what the words, 


“no woman shall attend a woman 1 
child birth” mean. My hon. friend 
behind me said, “ Why — should not 


the rich and poor be treated alike.” 

wish they could be, but that is not 
possible because the poor cannot afford 
to be treated in the same way. | would 
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ask the House again to remember that | Why not let the Bill have grown by 
ye are contemplating legislation not | 


or I 
persons 
Those are 


for the rich but for the poor, 
should say the working classes ; 
arning 10s. or 15s. a week. 


natural means gradually, instead of 
putting in this ‘Amendment? I shall 
| vote for this Bill. I have made my 


the families most affected by this Bill. | 


These present nurses inthe country attend 
the woman in child birth at the average 
price of 7s. or 8s. a week, they not only 
attend the mother in child birth, but 
do all the work of the house as well. 
The work they do is not represented by 
the wages they receive, there is a 
neighbourly feeling it is impossible to 
pay for. This Amendment penalises any 
wolan undertaking this duty. When 
an unqualified man attends these matters 
he is not penalised and there is no reason 
why these women should be. I was very 
glad to hear that the words “ dirty, idle 
andignorant’’ were applied scie ntifically 
by the hon. Member, but Idonotthink they 
should be applied at all to women who 
asa class are most respectable and honest 
people, and who, although they are not 
trained, have had long practice, and have 
becomeindispensable to thepoor. My hon. 
friend says “aiter this matter has been 
july discussed.”” [t was fully discussed in 
the Committee, and this Clause was 
rejected by a majority of twenty-five to 
aight. Sir William Priestley publicly 
sated that he was against the penalising 
of this class. P utting off the operation of 
the Amendment for a few years is of 
little use, for the poor—of whom I am 
speaking—willnot be uch betteroff then 
than they are now. I «uite agree with 
what was said by the hon. Member 
ior North Monaghan, but he was speak- 
ing of and illustrating a system which 
in England does not exist. 


De. THOMPSON 


said it worked very 
well in Ireland, 


and he saw no reason 


protest on behalf of a class of people 
who will be harshly and unjustly treated 


if this Amendment remains in the Bill. 


why it should not work well in England. | 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: If the Bill 
had been left where it was when it was 
originally introduced, you would have had 
this class of trained midwive ‘S ori idu: ally 
created, and loeal charity and charitable 
societies would have supplied trained 
nurses for the working classes to take the 
place of the nurses who now attend them. 


saty class before the system which is re- 
commended to take its place is established. 


| directly nor indirectly be a party 
But you now penalise this really neces- | 


It is difficult for some of us who can 
afford to have servants and everything 
necessary to combat sickness, but 
we are dealing with a large percentage 
of population where everything in the 
household is done by one pair of hands, 
and it is a very hard case that that class 
is to be denied the only help that their 
poverty will allow them to have. Though 
{ support the Third Reading, I heartily 
protest against this Amendment. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said 
a strong application had been made to 
the promoters of the Bill to strengthen 
the governing body by introducing one 
of the nurses of the Victoria Nursing 
Hlome as a member of the Committee. 
He had no objection whatever to that 
being done. He admitted that the Bill 
was by no means a perfect final and 
complete settlement of this extraordi- 
narily important question, and it might 
be that it was but the beginning of that 
better state of things which they had 
been told prevailed in Ireland; a state 
of things which he hoped might prevail 


here. He was only too thankful that 
the necessity for legislation in this 
matter had been recognised by the 
unanimous decision of the House. He 


was not wedded any shape or form 
to particular details or arrangement, 
if a beginning could only be 
wards a better state of things 
ertain that in thirty years, with ex- 
perience. knowledge and informatien, 
legislation on this subject would stand 
on infinitely firmer ground than it could 
stand in this case, or at this time. The 
discussion this afternoon had been mainly 
upon the words inserted on the previous 
occasion, penalising unqualified practice, 
but the House must bear in mind that the 
insertion of those words was the result of 
a compromise suggested and assented to. 
He could only say that he could neither 


made to- 


He wee 


to any 
attempt to upset that compromise, and he 
ought not to be approached on the sub- 


| ject, either privately or publicly, and he 
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ought to abstain from giving any indica- 
tion as on which side his preference 
lav. There were great and weighty 
arguments to be adduced on both sides. 
He was able toapproach this matter from 
an impartial standpoint, because it had 
been his duty to argue the matter 
from both sides. It only remained 
for him to say that the Bill left him 
with great memories of generous 
kindness, sympathy, and help tendéred 
and given by many valued friends known 
or unknown, and many useful criticisms 
and helpful suggestions by those opposed 
to the Bill, in which, if there was any 
animus, that animus was soon merged 
into respect, which respect was succeeded 
by goodwill. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said a 
great deal of argument had taken place 
between hon. Members who represented 
different views and had taken different 
attitudes upon this question about the 
compromise which had taken place, and 
it was Obvious that this Bill would have 
had no opportunity of passing into law 
if that compromise had not been arrived 
at. But besides those Members who had 
taken sides, there was another section of 
the House who were not parties to the 
compromise, whose only desire it was to 
see a good Bill passed, and whose views 
he thought ought to be considered. 
Those who looked at this Bill from that 
point of view could not look at it with- 
out some anxiety. He was strongly in 
favour of the enactment of a Bill of this 
kind, and he hoped that care would be 
taken to ensure that while the measure 
should be made as efficacious as possible 
the poorer classes should be protected 
from injury. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
before the Bill passed its Third Reading 
he had one question to ask. He had 
listened to the interesting speech of the 
Under Secretary for the Home De 
partment: but he had not quite gathered 
from the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he spoke on behalf of the 
Government or not. He thought the 
hon. Gentleman should explain what 
was the precise position of the Govern- 
ment with regard to this Bill__whether 
they proposed to make it a Government 
bill or not. 

Mr. Heywood Johnstone. 
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Mr. JESSE COLLINGS | said he 
thought he had been plain upon that 
point. What he said was that it was 
not a Government Bill; that it was 4 
Bill that the Government regarded as 
being entirely in the possession of the 
House. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said that, as he 
understood it, the Government did not 
regard themselves as bound in any way 
by the compromise. ’ 


*THE SECRETARY or 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rit 
CHIE, Croydon): I thought that was 
made quite clear when the compromise 
was arrived at. I myself would in 
finitely prefer the Bill without this 
Clause, but I would rather have this Bil] 
as it now stands than no Bill at all. 


STATE ror 


Sir WALTER FOSTER pointed out 
thatthe right hon. Gentleman, when th 
compromise was arrived at, had said in 
answer to a question that he would not 
oppose it. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I was speaking of the 
Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to 


Bill read the third time and passed 
53. | 


(1.55, 
SHOP CLUBS BILL. 
(As amended by the Standing Com 
mittee), Considered. 


Clause 1: 


(2.50.) LORD HU¢ rH CECIL moved tne 
omission of the Clause. He made no 
apology for doing so, because this was a bill 
which had not received any great amount of 
attention, on the part of the whole House, 
and therefore it was not at all improper 
or Inappropriate that 
should be 


had come 


some discussion 
the Bill now that it 
back from Grand Committee. 
It would be in the recollection of the 
House that the Bill was read a secend 
time on the day before the adjournment 
for the Easter holidays, when there was a 
very slight attendance of Members, and 
after a verv brief discussion. It then 
went upstairs, and was, of course, carefully 
scrutinised ; but the Standing Committee 
was not the same body as this House, or 
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necessarily reflected the same opinion 
which it held. The first Clause was open 
to criticism, because it was an enactment 
which, though it had a high sounding 
phraseology about it, would actually pro- 
duce no result whatever. He was told 
that the promoters of the Bill were not 
indisposed to leave out sub-section C. ; 
hut the other two sub-sections contained 
provisions which pretended to create a 
‘ protection than at present to 
workmen from the oppressive use of their 
rights hy employers, but what he thought 
created no protection whatever. ‘The 
Clause ran 


vreater 


“{t shall be an offence under this Act if an 
angloyer shall make it a condition of employ- 
that any workman. shall 
tinue his membership of anv friendly society ; 

that any workman shall not beeome a 
mer of any friendly society other thau the 
Shop Club or Thritt Fund ; or (e) that any 
<man should join a Shop Club or Thrift 
Lif he is already a mem! | 


ment (i) iliscon- 








‘ ec of a registered 
friendly society assuring similar benefit or 
enelits Which does not divide its funds.” 
h that 
tuned on the “shall make it 
veondition of employment.” What was 
1 condition of employment! = It was 
vious that the phrase in itself was of 
character. Of course it 
would be easy to say that a condition 
temployment was if the employer pro- 
punded to the workman a_ definite, 
written document, setting forth that he 
should discontinue his membership of any 
friendly should not 
member of any friendly society other 
than the Shop Club or Thrift Fund, and 


“quired him to sign it. But it could 
any 


Yow it was obvious everything 


words 


very Vague 


society, or hecome 


ardly be supposed that, under 
‘ieumstances whatever, that course would 
taken, and how then would the words 
oi this Clause ever strike at any employer 
whatever? It was for the 
emplover to say in so many words: * Lf 
vou continue a member of a friendly 
[ shall not continue you in my 
employment.” It would be quite sutiicient 
for the employer to say: “| wish to have 
a Shop Society in my business, and | 
recommend everybody in my employment 
to join it. And then my standard of 
work is very high, and | require my 
workmen to have a very high standard 
of efficiency, but I engage you on your 
trial.” Then, if the workman did not do 
What he was recommended to do, he was 
dismissed for ineflicieney at the end of 
the period of trial. It was evident there- 
tore that any employer who desired to 


We 


unnecessary 


SOCTCT) 
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evade this Clause could do it without the 
slightest difficulty. He objected to the 
House passing Biils which had a popular 
favour and no real meaning or effect 
He did not think the working classes 
themselves admired that course, or that 
it increased their confidence in the 
House of Commons. It was the view 
of certain persons and some Members 
of the House that the working classes 
were caught by high-sounding phrases. 
He believed that was entirely untrue. 
The working were perfectly 
capable of understanding a reasonxble 
argument, although it might not be 
popular. He did not think they liked 
or valued proceedings in Parliament 
which were mere popularity hunting 
and designed to catch their votes, and 
did no good whatever to them. When 
this Bill was passed into law, and it was 
found to be a wholly useless measure, 
the best working men would be very 
justly angry that Parliament had put 
upon them an Act which was of no 
value. The only good he could see in 
the Bill was that it might operate as a 
kind of exhortation to employers to 
leave their employees liberty of action. 
He would much rather go back to the 
practice of Parliament two centuries 
ago, when Bills were introduced with a 
long preamble setting out the evils it 
was desired to reform, so that the people 
might know that that was the opinion 
ot Parliament. He was quite sure that 
nothing would injure or lower the 
character of Parliament more than the 
passing of such Bills as this. No 
employer, as he had said, would have 
the slightest difficulty in evading it, and 
it only imposed a penalty on employers 
who were fools. 


638 


classes 


Amendment proposed — 


“Tn page 1, line 5, to leave out Clause 1.°— 
(Lord dinugh Crei/). 


(Juestion proposed, ** That the words 
from the word ‘it.’ in line 5, to the 
word ‘or.’ in line &, both inclusive, 
stand part of the Bill.” 

Mr HARRY SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Limehouse) said that, if the noble 
Lord would forgive him, he thought he had 
introduced an academie discussion on a 
subject which the House would prefer 
to deal with in a rather different 
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manner. The noble Lord had said that 
the Second Reading of the Bill had been 
passed in a thin House after a_ brief 
discussion. He entirely disagreed with 
him ; the House was not thin, nor was the 
discussion brief. What happened was 
that there was a consensus of opinion in 
favour of the Bill, and that therefore 
there was no necessity for a very long 
discussion. The House knew that the 
Bill was going to be sent to a grand 
Committee where it would be very 
carefully considered. He submitted to 
the House that this Clause was not a 
mere paper enactment as the noble Lord 
had suggested. His contention was that 
an employer of labour would think very 
seriously before he dismissed any 
workman in his employment on frivolous 
grounds, or on the ground of inecom- 
petency when he was competent. He 
knew of a case of one of the largest 
employers of labour in the country who 
made it a condition of employment that 
every one of his workmen should join 
the Shop Club, and discontinue — his 
membership of his friendly society. That 
Was a concrete case, and unless the noble 
Lord said that employers were going to 
dismiss their employees on frivolous 
grounds this Bill was absolutely necessary. 
He sincerely trusted the House would 
reject the Amendment. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he agreed with the 
last speaker when he stated that it was 
perfectly true the Bill had been very well 
considered on the Second Reading. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: Shortly. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Shortly, 
true, because the whole House was in 
favour of it, and nothing was said to 
prevent it having proper consideration 
before the Grand Committee. He was 
not a Member of the Grand Committee 
himself, but he understood that it had 
received very careful consideration in 
the Grand Committee, and the objections 
brought forward were considered in a 
very reasonable spirit, and Amendments 
accepted. The noble Lord had said that 
the Bill when passed into law might be 
evaded. That was perfectly true; any 
Act of Parliament might be evaded. 
But if it was found in practice that the 
wording of it had not been sufficiently 

Mr. Harry Samuel. 
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carefully considered, that might he a 
very good reason for those interested jn 
the matter to bring it before the House 
again and have the Act so amended as 
to prevent evasion. At all events if it 
did lead to some evasion it would stop a 
very considerable amount of what was 
called the oppressive use of Shop Clubs, 
If it cid that in one ease only, he thought 
the Bill was worth the consideration of 
the House. It showed the intention of 
Parliament as a whole in regard to the 
matter. Good as many of the Shop 
Clubs were they placed working men 
not in a position of slavery, but rendered 
their liberty of action much more diffi- 
cult than before. It was well known 
that many employers would not use these 
clubs for that purpose, but it was also 
well known that there were employers 


who used them for the purpose of 
preventing their employees joining 
trade unions or obtaining improved 


conditions of labour ; and it was against 
these employers that the Bill was 
directed. The noble Lord asked who 
could define “ shall make it a condition 
of employment.” That could easily be 
referred to a court of law, although it 
might be very well shown on the part 
of those representing working men 
whether it was or was not made on 
actual condition of employment. There 
was nothing in the Bill which would 
damnify bowi fide Shop Clubs, but 
only those which prevented the working 
men from having full liberty of action. 
The noble Lord seemed to think tliat 
employers were fools, but that would 
mean that the working men were also 
fools. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said that what 
he had stated was that the Bill would be 
putting a penalty on employers who 
were fools, and making fools of the work- 
ing classes. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that it 
it put a penalty on employers who were 
fools it might brighten their intelligence : 
and he thought that the working classé 
were somewhat shrewder than the noble 
Lord seemed to think. At all events the 
Bill could do no possible harm, and if it 
required amendment to strengthen it in 
any way that could,be, done at a future 
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dite. He hoped that under the cireum- 
stances the noble Lord would not insist 
inhis opposition to this Clause. 





(2.45.) Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 
SW.) said that it was rather unfortu- 
mte that the remarks of the noble 
Lord, the Member for Greenwich, seemed 
to have been misunderstood. He was 
yuite sure that the noble Lord was 
yertectly right when he said that no Act 
ot Parliament which could be drawn 
could prevent an employer of labour 
ismissing a man for any object he 
wight think fit. If Parliament said he 
wuld not dismiss an employee for this 


narticular object, he could dismiss 
him without any reason at all, and 
therefore could achieve his purpose. 


He entirely agreed with the argument 
that the very fact of passing a law of 
this kind might have the effect of pre- 
venting some of the abuses attacked by 
the Bill, and therefore he would support 
i. He controverted the statement of 
the hon. Member for Poplar, that the Bill 
had received full consideration of the 
Grand Committee, and had emerged from 
tina condition satisfactory to its origi- 
nal opponents. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON) said that 
what he had stated was, that he was not 
a Member of the Grand Committee, but 
that he understood that the Bill had 
heen carefully considered there, and had 
uot heen hurriedly carried through. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said that as a 
matter of fact the Bill was a subject of a 
compromise in the Grand Committee. 
Sub-section (ce) of Clause 1 was the sub- 
ject of very considerable controversy in 
(rand Committee, and after they had 
discussed the Bill three or four days, his 
hon. friend in charge of the Bill agreed 
it behalf of the promoters to drop sub- 
section (c) on the understanding that 
the opponents dropped their opposition. 
They agreed to that suggestion, because 
it brought the Bill within the scope of 
the Report of the Parliamentary Com- 
mittee, appointed by Lord Ridley, of 
which the right hon. Member for Bir- 
mingham and the Chief Registrar of 
Friendly Societies were Members. So 


far as he was concerned he would support 
the Bill without that sub-section, but not 
with it left in. 
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the day, after the Bill had passed its 
| 
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Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said 


that as he had taken a very great interest 
in Friendly Societies for many years, he 
would like to say a few words on this 
matter, promising them with the state- 
ment that a good deal of pressure had 
been put upon him to support the Bill. 
One of the great objects he had had in 
fostering the institution of Friendly 
Societies was, that they should encourage 
employers to interest themselves in such 
societies. Many of the great railway com- 
panies and other corporations had estab- 
lished funds, making provisions for the old 
age of their workmen; and the objection 
he had to Clause 1 was, that it seemed to 
him to hamper and retard that movement. 
Of course no one would wish to lay down 
a rule that an employer should have the 
right to discharge an employee for not 
joining a society, the funds of which 
were not deposited on absolute security. 
The great Railway Friendly Societies had 
security for their funds even before the 
debenture holders, and these Companies 
had done their utmcst to induce their 
employees to join their societies, for the 
reason that it promoted harmony and 
encouraged employer and workman to 
work together. It did not look like as 
if sufficient attention had been given to 
the Bill in Grand Committee when sub- 
Section (¢) of Clause 1 was to be with- 
drawn without a word. The working 
men who had created these great Friendly 
Societies, which were the glory of the 
working classes of this country, although 
many of them required improvement, were 
perfectly able to look after themselves. 
What he was afraid of was that the ten- 
dency of this legislation was mischievous, 
and for the House to make it an offence 
for an employer to concern himself with 
these Friendly Societies was a great evil. 
The result would be that most employers 
would cease to have anything to do with 
Friendly Societies at all, and would leave 
their work people to act as they chose. 
He thought that would be a great mis- 
fortune, and that legislation should be 
so framed as to encourage employers and 
employees to work together. Although 
he believed that the Bill was meant well, 
he very much regretted that it had been 
brought in and should become law. 


Mr. TOMLINSON said he hoped 
that this Clause would not be re 
jected. He thought it rather late in 
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Second Reading, and had gone through 
Grand Committee, to say that the prin- 
cipal clause in it should be omitted. 
Hon. Members who have served on Stand- 
ing Committees know that, as a Bill pro- 
gressed, things took a different 
complexion, and the compromise arrived 
at to drop sub-section (c), arose out of 
circumstances which emerged after the 
clause had been passed. 


some 


(Question put, and agreed to. 


(3.0.) Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said he 
me on behalf of a large body of people 
who wished to get the benefit of this 
Bill, viz., the co-operators. This was a 
sili for the protection and encourage- 
ment of thrift. There had, of recent 
years, been an enormous extention of the 
avenues of thrift, and one of the most 
important of these was the institution of 
co-operative In this country 
alone these societies had nearly a million 
and a half of members, with a share 
capital £18,000,000, and a debenture 
capital of £7,000,000, or a total of 


societies. 


£25,000,000, which represented the 
savings of these people. Now, these 
thrift societies ought to have some en- 
couragement. He did not wish to 


discuss this queen on pure academic 
grounds: but he had a concrete case to 
present to the * sat In 1898 three 
en in a town in the north of England 
were discharged from their employment 
because they belonged to a co-operative 
Ss ciety. It had been made a condition 
that they should 
not belong to a co-operative society, and 
when it was found that they continued 
members of the co-operative society they 
were dismissed, He begged to move the 
Amendment standing on the Paper in 
his name. 


of their employment 


Amendment proposed— 

‘*In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘or,’ to 
insert the words ‘ any society registered under 
the Industrial and Provident Societies Act 
1893, or.” ” lr. Harivood.)\ 


(Juestion proposed, ‘* That those words 
» there inserted.” 


Mason EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) said he was afraid the 
promoters of the Bill could not possibly 


7 Onl li wson, 
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accept the Amendment, which went out- 
side the compromise arrived at in Grand 
Committee, although it might other. 
wise have great merit. 
EDMUND FITZMAURIC! 
great deal of inter. 
est was taken in this Amendment 
amongst a section of the working 
classes, and on the merits he could not 
imagine that there would be a differ 
ence of opinion as to adding it to the 
sill. It seemed to him germane to 
the objects of the Bill. At the same 
time, as the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
had said, this Bill result of a 
compromise upstairs, and if the Amend- 
ment was persisted in it might possibly 
result in the joss of the Bill. 
these circumstances he hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would not persist in pressing 
his Amendment, but he trusted. as 


LorpD 
said he knew a 


was the 


Unda 


representing a large constituency con- 
aining a great number of railway 


—! men, that they would under- 

stand that the aece ptance of the Amend- 
ment would imperil the Bill, and hew 
sure that would preter it as it 
stood rather than run the 
all its benefits. 


they 
risk of losing 


*Sirn JOSEPH 
Barnard 
on the same lines as th 
had just sat down. 
many points in the Bill of an exceed- 
ingly technical covering 

great varietv of practices and operations 
of a large number of companies. A great 
deal of time and care had been given to 
it in Grand oe and the com- 
promise was arrived at after the whole 
of the items in the Bill had been patiently 
gone through and considered. It had 
been his humble duty to call attention 
than once to the value of the-e 
Cominittees, and if they in this House 
began to pull to pieces, or to vary 
materially the a Bill 
which had been thoroughly exau:ined. 
inch by inch, by the Committee upstairs 
they would take upon themselves a great 
responsibility. He was not without ex 
perience on this special subject. an | he 
thought that the House would do well 
to take the verdict of the Committee on 
the Bill. SirRobert Peel. a gicat autly rity 
on these matters, 


PEASE 
wished to peak 
ie noble Lord wh 


Castle) said he 
were a great 


There 


character 


more 


whole tendency of 





said that even ii they 
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saw in a Bill something of which they dis- 
approved, they had better take the Com- 
mittee’s advice and follow it rather than 
put their own opinions into the Bill 
with the jeopardy of making a mistake, 
leaving the responsibility with the 
Committee. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said he would call the atten- 
tion of the House to another, and what 
he thought, a more important objection 
to the Amendment; it was clearly out- 
side the title of the Bill. 

Lorp HUGH CECIL said he could 
not accept the statement of the 
Baronet the Member for the Barnard 
Castle Durham that the 
House ought not to revise the decisions of 

He would not 


hon. 
j Vision of 


the Committee upstairs. 
however, regret the expression of the 
view of the hon. Baronet if he would 
apply it to a Bill just passed by the joint 
Committee of both Houses. viz., the 
London Water Bill, and aceept that 


Bill as it came down to this House with- 
ut substantial alteration or long 


ehate. 


(Question put, and negatived. 


3.15.) Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worces 
tershire, N.): [beg to move the 


Amend 


which pro 


ment standing in my name, 
poses to omit Sub-section cip ot Clause 
| an Amendment which maiv 
to be necessary in the 
interests of a large number of shop 
from one end of the 
Country to the other, which are managed 
by the people ancl 
2 © ’ 25 

Which aone a great 
thrift, many of the 
so-called iriendly societies obt tined their 
present — proportions. While 
Mendy progress, Vet 


\ 


exist 


clubs which 


: 
work themselves, anc 


1 } ’ ° 1 
have aeat mb the 


Cause of before 
Wishing 
societies every } 
e feel that Subsection (¢) militates 
iwainst the best interests of the working 
men, and the provision they themselves 
have established in cases of sickness and 
death, We believe that the existence 
and stability of thes clubs depend on the 


support of the younger members as well 


as the older members, and many of them 
would he materially damaged by the 
passing of the Sub-sectien, which would 
diminution of their 
Lord the 


serious 


The 


result in a 


membership, noble 
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Member for Greenwich alluded to the 
impossibility of enforcing this Sub-section, 
and even the friendly societies themselves 
recognise the impossibility of snforeing 
such a claim. Further, the Committee 
which sat on this subject in 1899 reported 
very strongly in favour of the Bill, as it 
will stand without this Sul-section. 
There are many shop clubs, especially in 
the Midlands, some of world wide 
reputation—I have one in view 
has a membership of between 5,000 and 
1,000—and it is felt that this Sub-section 


. + 9 
Whical 


would seriously interfere with their 
. ss . a . ? 5 
existence. I, therefore, unhesit Naty 
j the 
appeal to the House to support rine 
Amendment. 
Amendment proposed 
‘(Tn Clause 1. page 1, line 10, to teave out 


. + ' i 
from the word *tund 


(Mr. J. W. Wilson.) 


to the e1 dof thy chat "i 


word 


(uestion proposed, “That 


ieft out stand part of the 





proposed to be 


i 


Clause. 





Mr. HARRY SAMUEL: On 
of the promoters I ac cept the Ame 


Mr. BARTLEY: It appe: to me 
that this Bill was rather hastily got 
through on its Second Reading. | 

= = } : , ] 
acknowledge that this Sub-seetion would 


have a serious efiect. [ agree v th ny 
han rc | hat it wonld rn itate 
mm. irend that 10 wouid mnhiitat 
the best interests of the working classes, 
. anf 

ee | itt 


and, if it were left in, 
an immense amount of mischief to 2 
ot these elubs and thrift 


inost beneticial to many 





Wworkime 


Sub- 


BUXTON: The 
ses to admit 


Mr. SYDNEY 


section which it now prop 


was in the original Bill and = was 
passed by the Grand Comuinittee, 
and there is no doubt that its omission 
will materially alter the Bill. I contess 


that unless [ felt that if this Aimendment 
were lot accepied the bill itseli w wid 
be lost, I 
against it; but think we should 
from a member of the Governinent 
whether they threatened that if the 
t they 


‘ : ; as ee 
shod be inclined to vote 


] 
1 } 
] u hear 


subsection were not withdraw: 


would oppose the Bill, 


Mr. BANBURY: There were no 
threats, but it was understood that the 
Bill would this 
Sub-section were omitted, 


not go through unless 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : Understood 


by whom? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.) : I 
was a member of the Grand Committee, 
and the real truth is that this Sub-section 
was only carried by a majority of one. 
It is not, therefore, at all extraordinary 
that the promoters of the Bill should be 
quite willing to give it up rather than 
endanger the Bill in this House. 


EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I am not eriti- 
cising the action of the promoters of 
the Bill, but neither have the promoters 
any right to complain if hon. Members, 
hefore they agree to the Amendment, 
require information as to what they are 
really asked to give up. It is said that 
the Sub-section was only carried by a 
majority of one in the Grand Com- 
mittee, but we know that a majority 
of one in a Grand Committee does not 
necessarily mean a majority of one in 
this House, because the attendance at 
au Grand Committee is sometimes un- 
certain and irregular. The object of 
the Sub-section is to meet the case of 
a workman who may be a member of 
00 friendly society in a pertectly 
solvent condition. He may enter the 
employment of some large company, and 
he may be told that as a condition of 
his employment he would have to join 
the society under the company’s control, 
which, no doubt, would also be perfectly 
solvent. But he is then called upon to 
pay twice over. We may be told that 
such a company would have no security 
that 2 man was giving up his payments, 
but that should not be considered as a 
final argument against the retention of 
the Sub-section. 1 do not think that the 
promoters of the Bill will have any cause 
to complain if we ask for more informa- 
tion, and, if necessary, take a division, 


Lorp 


a hon iL 


Mr. HARRY SAMUEL: As primarily 
responsible for the introduction of this 
measure, may I explain to the noble 
Lord what exactly caused me to assent 
to the Amendment. First of all, no one 
in the House or out of it is more anxious 
than [ am to get the principle of this Bill 
established ; and I have been working at 


it for seven years. The Bill contains 


much that is valuable, and we preferred 
to sacrifice some of the measure rather 
than lose the whole. 


I have very carefully 
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examined the evidence given before the 
Grand Committee, and I find that al] 
who opposed the Bill proceeded on one 
line, and one line only. That was that 
they were strongly of opinion that what 
the House ought to pass was the simple 
recommendation of the Committee of the 
Home Office. I came to the conclusion 
that if we obtained the Bill, even without 
this Sub-section, we should have _ pro- 
ceeded a very long way indeed towards 
establishing the principle of the measure : 
and, under these circumstances, I would 
appeal to the noble Lord, who, I know, 
is actuated by the best motives, to enable 
us to do some good at all events, if we 
cannot do as much as we would wish. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): I do not~ wish 
in any way to prevent the promoters 
of a Bill doing what they think best. 
The Bill is so important that even 
in its mutilated form it would be better 
than no Bill at all; but when we are 
compelled to take such a Sub-section out 
of the Bill, it ought to be brought home 
to those who are responsible. 1 under- 
stand that in the Grand Committee the 
Under Secretary of State for the Home 
Office was the great opponent of this part 
of the Bill, vet he now sits silent, and I 
am rather surprised he has not given the 
House the reasons for the action of the 
Government. The Sub-seetion will be a 
great loss to the Bill, ard J. for one, will 
vote for retaining it if a division is 
taken. 


Question put and agreed to. 


*(3.30.) Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : The 
Amendment I now desire to move is a 
drafting Amendment to provide that only 
compulsory clubs and not voluntary clubs 
shall be registered. I promised to insert 
words to secure that object. 


Amendment proposed — 

“In Clause 2, page 1, line 18, after ‘ Act’ to 
insert ‘and certified under this Act by a 
Registrar of Friendly Societies.’ °—(.Mr. Jesse 
Collings. ) 


Amendment agreed to. 


DENNY 
Amendment 


(Kilmarnock 
I desire to 


* COLONEL 
Burghs): The 
move is— 

“To insert in Clause 2, line 1, after *mem- 
her’ the words ‘who has contributed for five 
years or more.’ ” 
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It is possible under the Bill as it stands, 
that a man may be employed for a_fort- 
night, and then leave and take up 
other work of a more unhealthy nature. 
He might fall into ill- health, and 
in that case the liability would, perhaps, 
be thrown on the first club, of which 
he was only a member for a fortnight, 
and its funds injured. It may he 
said that such a case would be met by 
the regulations to be approved by a 
Registrar General of Friendly Societies, 
but I thought it better to bring 
the matter betore the House in order to 
have an expression of opinion upon it. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 2, line 1, after the word ‘ member,’ 
to insert tae words * who has contributed for 
tive years or lore. °?__( Colonel 1 uni.) 

(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. HARRY SAMUEL: I hope my 
hon. triend will not pressthis Amendment. 
It my hon. friend will look at Clause 6 he 
will find that it governs the whole ques- 
tion. I will read it— 

“ In any case where a workman, by the condi- 
tions of his employment, is a member of a shop 

bh, he shall, upon his dismissal from, or upon 

ieaving his employment, have the option, sub- 
ject to the rules of the club, of remaining a 
member or of having retarned to him the 
amount of his share of the funds of the club to 
be ascertained by actuarial calculation.” 
These words govern the whole question 
of employment, and we think it far 
better to leave the men to trame their 
own rules. If the House thinks that 
the clause is not quite clear in that 
respect the promoters will be happy to 
accept words to make it clearer. 


Mr. RENSHAW: I think this 
Amendment deserves more considera- 
tion than it has received up to 
the present. The hon. Member refers 
the House to Clause 6, but we are now 
dealing with Clause 2, relating to the 
question as to the conditions on which 
the Registrar General of Friendly 
Societies is to register a club. I think 
the insertion of these words is necessary, 
and | agree with my hon. friend that 
cases of great difficulty may arise unless 
there is some provision as to the period 
in which a man is to be in some particu 
lar employment. A man may be in a 
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particular employment in no way 
dangerous to health, for a fortnight ora 
month. He may then leave, and get 
employment in another class of work 
which is highly dangerous to health ; 
still he wou'd be entitled to continue a 
member of the society of which he had 
only been a member for a fortnight or a 
month. I think such a case would be 
very unfortunate and undesirable. Again, 
aman might goa great distance away 
from the place were he was employed 
for a short period, or he might even go 
abroad : but he would still be entitled to 
continue a member. Ithink that is not 
what is intended; and I feel sure it is 
necessary that this matter should le 
further considered, and that these words 
should be inserted. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: There is a 
difference of opinion with reference to the 
difficulty which may arise in connection 
with this matter. The hon. Member who 
moved the Amendment, pointed out that 
the funds of a society might be seriously 
injured, and the only thing we have to 
consider is how to prevent that. 1 think 
what fell from the hon. Member 
who is in charge of the Bill was satis- 
factory. The rules of the Club would 
be drawn up by the workmen them- 
selves, and they would, of course, be 
caretul to provide a remedy against such 
cases as have been mentioned, Again, 
the Registrar General of Friendly 
Societies has great knowledge of all 
these matters, and this would be one 
ot the particular points to which he 
would give special attention. Further, 
there is no particular virtue in five 
years; and I trust the hon. Member, 
after the explanation which has been 
given, will not press the Amendment. 


Mr. BARTLEY: As far as I can 
understand, the employer has to give a 
contribution to the club. Is it proposed 
then that aftera member of the club 
leaves his employment he is to continue 
to receive a benefit from a fund subseribed 
to by his late employer? As far as I can 
understand, the club is not to be recog- 
nised unless it has had a substantial 
contribution from the employer ; and, 
if what I] have stated is the fact, | think 
it would be rather a hardship. 
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Mr. HARRY SAMUEL: My hon. friend 
seems to have lost sight of the fact that 
this refers to compulsory shop clubs, 
| and cannot see any hardship in it at all. 


Mr. BARTLEY 
lett his employment ! 


After a man has 


In. HARRYS prs 
man 1 be longs to a 
of years he m 
which he 
anything 


: Certainly; if a 

hop club for a number 
y leave it at an age eat 
ae not be able to earn 
more, 


In. TOMLINSON : 

d ae man leaving 
his employment and wishing to continue 
a member of a society was very carefully 
considered in Committee ; but Lam not 
altogether satisfied that we have secured 
the best mode of expressing wit we 
intended in the clause as it stands. | 
quite agree that it is necessary that we 
shor uld deal with the difficult eases which 
may arise as the result of this Bill. 


The 


with the case of a 


“uestion ot 


Mr. BANBURY: I should like to 

Fret to the Amen 
inent of my hon. friend, whieh | tl 
will me | propose toadd the 
words-- 


move an 
't the case. 


iat i sé 
With Che provisions 


COLONEL 
nly to make our 


ENNY: My object was 
Intention quite 


| clear, 
ready to withdraw the 


(mend 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Amendment made, in Clause 2, 


page 
word 
in accordance 


a Kos @ 
w, MMC a, 


by inserting aiter the 
‘shall ’ the words * 
ith the pr visions of Cl 


except 


lause 6. —(1ir. 


(5.45.) Mr. JESSE COLLIN The 
Amendment which | now move is really a 
ri atting Amendment. ‘The Grand Com- 
! rested that the words in the 
Bill did not carry out the object in view, 
and I therefore undertook to 
words which would secure that 


nittee suc: 


pre ypose 


object. 


Amendment proposed— 


se » 


In page 2, line 13, to leave out 
Wore “pers 





from the 
, to the word * continues,’ in line 
16, inclusive, and insert the words ‘who 
an offenee within the meauing of this 
Act shall be liable on summary conviction to 


Co ombiibits 
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a fine not exceeding five pouuds, and if the 
otfeace is continued after convie ‘tion to a 
furthe r fine not exceeding five pounds for each 
week during which the offence is continned., 
‘Provided that where au offence is ¢ ouimitted 
in respeet of several persons at the same tune, 
the oifender shall not be convicted of 
than one offence.” °—(Wr. Jesse Collings.) 


more 


(Juestion proposed, That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. BARTLEY: [ should like to ask 
what ismeant by the word * continued.” 
An employer may refuse to employ a 
man, but | do not understand how that 
refusal can be continued. An employer 
may say that he would not employ 
aman under certain conditions, but 
would he then continue to be fined 
because he continued not to employ 
the man! It seems to me that the 
employer would be bound to employ 
the man whenever he 


It is rather a peculiar penalty. 


spoke to him. 


COLLINGS: May I ex- 
plain that it is the employer who keeps 
an illegal shop club fined. 
The object of the Amendment is that if 
he continues that illegal shop club aiter 
conviction he can continue to be fined 


i 


*Mr. JESSE 


that is to ve 


HUGH CECIL: Is it to bea 


LORD 


continuing offence? An employer may 
desire to dismiss one of his men; but in 
ertain Circumstances he might be bound 
under a penalty of £5 a week to keep 


t 

him in employment for the rest ot his 
lif 

Mr. DUKE (Piymouth): | really hope 
the Home Secretary will take notice of 
this Amendinent. it is impossible after 
reading these clauses not to see that the 
proposed open to the 
observations made is only 


Amendment. is 
upon it. It 
necessary to examine Clause 1 and Clause 
2. Clause an offence for an 
employer to make it a condition of en- 
ployment. t! workman shall dis- 


makes it 


that a 
continue his membership of a friendly 
society: and Clause 2 makes it an 
offence for an employer to require a 


workman to join a shop club. — The 
Amendinent before the House prox ides 
fora penalty of £5, for the first offence, 


he that of refusing employ- 
ment to a man who does not discontinue 


which may 
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his membership of a friendly society. 
That is an offence complete in itself, but 
the Amendment provides that the person 
committing the offence is liable to a fine 
of £5 if the offence is continued after 
conviction, and to a further tine not 
exceeding £5 for each week during which 
the offence is continued. Therefore, if 
the employer continued in that state of 
mind, and refused to employ a workman 
who declined to discontinue his member- 
ship of the friendly s¢ ciety, he would be 
liable to a fine of £5 a week during the 
joint lives of himself and the workman. I 
do not think that that is the desire of the 
aithors of the Bill, An undeserving 
workman may find himself in the happy 
position, apparently of his own motion 

ecatise the consent of no pubhe authority 
is required to set the law in motion 

of being able to penalise an employer 
who has refused him employment. — It 
is not the intention of the Home Office 
that th Act should be open to this 
If it would be possible that 
could under the <Act 
t would be monstrous, and they would 
have the effect of bringing it into odium. 


Ihjection. 


such Cases arise 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY : It is not 
ly business to make clear the meaning of 
the Amendment introduced by the Gov- 
rmment, but perhaps [| inay inform the 
House what is probably meant by the 
Amendment. The offence contemplated is 
in offence under Section 2, Clause 2 to 
mpel a man to join an unqualified club, 
mt | think the Amendment would be 
etter if the word “ repeated ” Instead of 
“continued ” were used. 


MrSYDNEY BUXTON: lama simple 
ayman, but speaking, I hope, as a person 
t sense, | think these words 
ught not to be inserted without further 
After the remarks of the 
hon. and learned Member for Plymouth it 
18 quite clear that we may get into some 
itficulty if these particular words are 
and I would that we 
should pass the clause as it stands, and it 
an he in another place if 


rT common 


consideration. 


iserted, suggest 
amended 


ecessarv. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : This Bill is 
tot a Home Office Bill, and the only thing 
the Home Office has done has been at the 
quest of the Grand Committee, to bring 
iy words to meet the ditticulty. J donot 
Wish to press the matter. 


» 
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Mr. GALLOWAY: As I was respon- 


sible for bringing up this clause, 
perhaps I may say that we had no 
intention that an employer should be 
fined fifty times for the one offence. The 
words of the clause, however, did not 
deal satisfactorily with the matter, and, 
therefore, it was left to the Home Cffice 
to bring up the words now suggested. 
lt these words are not satisfactory it 
might be well for the Home Office to 
take the matter into further considera- 
tion. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: It seems to me that 
the House-is of one mind as to what 
should be done; and, also, that a con 
struction has been placed on a particular 
word in the Amendment which was not 
intended. As, however, the Amendment 
indicates what the House desires, I will 
suggest that the words proposed should 
be inserted, and | will undertake that 
the matter shall be put right if necessary 
in another place. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: We know the 
danger of a Bill going up in the House of 
Lords and coming back amended, and J 
am sure the Home Secretary does not wish 
to incur that. I would only ask him if 
further Amendment is necessary, he 
will give the Bill such opportunities as 
will ensure that it is passed into law. 


Mr.COURTENAY WARNER: I would 


suggest that the clause remains as it 


stands in the Bill, and that these 
ridiculous words should not be put in. 


The clause can be amended afterwards. 

Mr. DUKE said that the words 
in Clause 4, as they stood prior to the 
last decision, were open to precisely the 
same objection as was raised to the words 
now proposed to be inserted. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! Those 
words have now been struck out, and in 
is too late to argue upon them. The 
question is as to the words to be inserted. 


Mr. DUKE said the offence proposed 
to be created was one which had not 
been known up to the present time, and 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman, in 
considering what words should be in. 
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serted, would have due regard to those 


which had been omitted. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: 


hap pen if there is a division and the 
. declared to 


* Noes 
majority ? 


are 


Abraham, William (Cork.N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ainbrose, Robert 

Anstruther, H. T. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, Sir John 

Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. HnSivMichael Hicks 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. b. 
Bell, Richard 

Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 





Blake, Edward 

Blandell, Colonel Henry 
Boland John 

Brand, "He n. Arthur G, 
Brassey, Albert 

Branner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 
Bull, William James 
Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Cainpbell, RtHn. J. A.(Glasgow 
Camp! ell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Riebard Knight 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Charrington, Spencer 

Claney, John Joseph 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Covan, Denis YF 

( Douglas Harry 

( Benjamin Louis 

( x, Ri. Hon. 
( 

{ 

( 

{ 

( 

{ 

( 

{ 


Joseph 


vwehill, 


Olel, 


jesse 





olling 
‘ondon, Thomas 
‘orbett, A. (‘ameron Glasgow 
‘orbett, T. L. North) 


a 
raiv, Robert 


Down, 
lunter 
vene 
‘rombie, Jobn William 

ross, \lexander 

ross, Her! Sheplu ra( Bolton 


rean, Eu 


((ilasvow) 





Dalkeith, Eari of 

Ieavenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigat 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
! John 


Dillon, 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doovan, P.C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark 
Doxford, eg Witliam The odore 
Duncan, J. Hasting 


Mr. a 
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In that case it will 


be necessary to insert some other words, 


in order 


What will (4.3.) 


be in the 


AYES. 


Dann, Sir William 

Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde. Sir Thomas 
Evans.SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fergusson, RtHn SirJ. (Mane'r 
Frrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmanrice, Lord Edmond 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter (De rby Co. 


Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gardner, Ernest 
CGarfit, William 
tribbs, Hon. Vieary (St. 
Gilhooly, James 
{;oddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn... E.( Elgin & Nairn) 
Gordou, Maj Evans-(T’rH milets 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
(Grant, Corrie 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
(unter, Stir Robert 

ve Sir W. Brampton 

Hall, Ee lw: ard Marshall 
Hammond, John 

Harris. Fre ederie k Leverton 
Harwood, 
i Jolin Patrick 
Hayne, Rt Hon. Charles Seale- 


Albans) 


Creorge 


Hayter. Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, James (Staffords. N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 


Holhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Hornly, Sir Wi'liam Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, wR h 

Howard, J.( Midd. ,Tottenham ) 
bic a tee uryCecil 
Humplreys-Owen, Arthur ¢ 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jolinston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex ) 
Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, David Bryninor(Swansea 
Jones, Williat (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennaway, Rt Hn. Sir John H. 
Kinlock.SirJolinGeorge Sinyth 


Xitson, Sir James 


The House divided : i. 
12. (Division List No. 223.) 


to make sense. 


Question put. 


Ayes 27 > ; Noes, 


Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 
een SirJosephF.( Accrington 
wevee, Col. a Heneave 
Leigh, ” Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S, 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col, Francis ( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Maedona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, Jolin Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, c harles (Liverpool 
M‘Cann, James 
M‘iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW 
M'Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin. Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mather, William 
Maxwell, W..J. HL. | 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. 
Mildmay, Francis Bing 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, Hn. Fred.( Mon 'thsli. 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, Rt HinA.Graham( Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdivate, Francis Alexander 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway.N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Lough, South) 
Nussey, Thoias Willans 
O'Brien, James FLX. 
Y Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
Y Brien, P. oe (ixilkenny) 
Y Brien, P. J. (Tip peri uy; N.) 
Y¥ Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
Y Donnell, T. (verry, W.) 





Durmtriessh. 
Jolin William 
rhiaum 


(Cork) 
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( 
( 
( 
( 
(VY Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles . indsay 
(Shaughnessy, P. 

Palmer, Walcer (Salis bury) 
Partington, Oswald 

Poase, Herbert Pike Darlingt’n 
Pease, Sir Joseph W.( Durham 
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Peel, Hn. Wim Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pluumer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sur Francis Sharp 


tussell, T. 
Sadler, 
Sassoon, 
Schwann, 
Sharpe, William 
Shaw, 


Sheehan, Daniel 


Power, Patrick Joseph Shipman, Dr. 
Price, Robert John Simeon, Sir Barr 
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Albert 
Edward T. 
Daniel 


ington 


is S. 


John 

lamorgan, E. 
lfrea( Mrthyr 
‘(Monagl’n,N 
(York, W.R.) 


Thornburn, Sir Walter 


Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) Tomkinson, James TELLERS FoR THE AYES 
Robinson, Brooke Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray Mr. Harry Samuel and 
Roche, John Trevelyan, Charles Philips Mr. Galloway. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye Wallace, Robert 

NOES. 
Bayot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy | FitzGerald SirRobert Penrose- rHE Noes 


Balearres, Lord Leigh-Bennett, | 


| ‘TELLERS FOR 
fenry Currie | 


Lord Hugh Ceeil and Mr. 


Balfour, ps emcee ig (Hornsey | Macartney, ht. Hn W.GEllison Duke. 
Bartley, Greorge C, Wills, Sir Frederick 
Bowles, T.G * ntl EE ynn | Wilson, John (« 


Coddington, Sir W illiam Wolff, ¢ 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) asked 
whether, when the Speaker had reason 
to think that the numbers would be very 
mall on one side or the other, 
might be had to the method of re quiring 
whom he believed to be in a 
minority to stand up and be counted. 


recourse 


} 
those 


Mr. SPEAKER : 
of order : we 


That is not a point 
have passed from that now. 


Mr. PIRIE: Then, may I ask how 
long the vagaries of the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich are to go on! 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has deliberately disregarded 
my ruling. The hon. Member rose to a 
point of order, knowing very well that 
he was not going to raise a point of order. 
That is not a proper way to act. 


*(4.20.) Mr. BEL L, (Derby): Trise to 
= the deletion of Clause 5 on page 2 ot 
ie Bill, and the reason I do so, is that Lam 
ita loss to know why 500,000 men belong 
iig to a particular class, many of whom 


iustav Wilhelm 


lusvow) | 


are members of 
excluded from the 


shop clubs, should be 
benefits of the Bill: 
and T may say that unless | satis 
factory reason, I shall 
the Amendment to a division. [y 
Committee upstairs all 
ployers, I believe, 


Beta 
certainly press 
the 
Classes of eChi- 


were represented, 


including the railway companies, but so 
far as | am aware none of the railway 
workers (numbering, as [ say. half 


milion) were in any way consulted as to 


their desires and wishes on this very 
important matter. Why railway meu 
should be singled out and subjected 
to a different class of legislation to 
that which is to apply to all other 
working men, and why railway com 


panies of all employers 
exonerated from the ; stringe nt laws whieh 
apply to other classes of em pl overs, I am 
At anvrate, the hard 
ships which this Bill haw. tenes designed 


should be 


unable to conce ive. 


to cope with are as great amongst: rail 

Way Ine as amongst any other ‘Class of 

workers in the country. It is quite 
i 


possible that there exists in the minds of 
some Members of the House an idea that 
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there prevails amongst the class for whom 
[ speak a division of opinion on this 
important subject, ior we have had 
during the last three days deputations of 
workmen employed on the North British 
Railway lobbying Members with a view 
of inducing them to do their best to 
secure the retention of this clause in the 
Bill as it is. 

There is one incident in connection 
with this matter of lobbying which | 
regret, and | may as well 
for the benefit of the House. 
the men connected with 








very much 
explain 
Four or 
these deputations are members of my 
organisation. Two of them have 
Executive Committee of the 
organisation dictating the policy of the 
railway men of the country. 


tive of 


own 


heen on the 


organised 
One of them was on the Executive Com- 
iast year at the time the 
in Railway Bill and the com- 
benetit 
Strange 





mitiee ril 
Great East 
pulsory clause relating to their 
society were before this House. 
as it may seem this 
mmuittee was 


member of the 


" . oe 7 
Exeentive Ui one of the 


men who framed and 


policy of the 


number — af 
directed the 
railway men 
away with compulsion in connection with 


organised 
for the purpose of doing 
railway workers joining railway benefit 
societics on entering a companys em- 
ployment. [tis a very remarkable thing 
that directiv 
in their society they devoted their time 
to lobbying Members in order to vet 
them to do that which, whilst in oftice, 
ery possible means in their 


these men got out of oitice 


they used 
power to prevent, actually framing the 
policy of the society against railway shop 
seemed to me only fair that | 
this explanation to the Hous 

' leasi, some of 


clubs. It 


should citer 
as to the personi 
the men wo 
: ‘ 





been here lobby- 
ng on behalf of the railway company 
i have always under- 
Parliament 
amount of 








in this matter. I 
( ject or 


greatest 


stood that the 
was to do the 
good to the greatest number of the 
community. That is the policy oi this 
House, and I may be exeused if I say 
that it has always been my own policy 
too. Well, there are, as I say, 500,000 
mer mp! yed on our railways in all 
departments, and the majority ot these 
are compelled by the conditions of their 
members of 


employment to become 


different clubs attached to the companies 
with which they are connected. 


Mr. Bell. 
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The hardship to these men is equally 
great as that in connection with any 
service outside the railway service. It is 
for this reason that I want to know why 
it 1s proposed that there should be an 
exception made in the case of railway 
men. I have here a few typical in- 
stances of the hardships these men have 
to suffer. On the Scuth Eastern Rail- 
way they have a Sick Benefit Fund. 
Men joining the service of the South 
Eastern Railway have 3d. per week 
deducted from their wages for the “ sick 
fund.’ When sick, they are paid 10s. 
per week. [ ain not going into the 
question of the merits of this club. | 
am not going to say that some clubs 
may not be good whilst others are noto- 
riously bad. My only point here today 
is to ask why railway companies should 
be allowed a special privilege in this 
matter, and why they should be able to 
require their workmen to join their 
society against their own will. The 
imen are not asked to join, nor do they 
have achence of declining to be men- 
bers of the fund. The 3d. per week is 
deducted from their wages whether they 
like it or not. There are no rules for 
the guidanee of the men—at any rate, 
none are given to the men. And when 
they leave the service of the company 
they receive nothing. ‘There is a case 
arising out of this society which we are 
trying in the law courts. A man named 
Warman was in the company’s service 
and in the sick fund ior thirty-four 
years. He received comparatively little 
benefit, and when he left the company’s 
service he asked to be allowed to retain 
his membership of the fund to which he 
had been compelled to contribute for so 
long. The House will observe that this 
man had been in the service of this 
company for thirty-four years, and it 
will be readily understood that he, on 
leaving, was too old to be admitted to 
membership of any other society outside 
the company’s fund. But his request 
was refused. I do not know what the 
result will be, but we are carrying the 
case tothe law courts. ‘The London and 
North Western Railway Company alse 
have a elub, and | have a copy here ot 
one of their rules—Rule 8—taken trom 
the Rule-book. It says— 

‘* Superannuation, Insurance, and Provident 
and Pension Societies have been established or 
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authorised by the Company, which the servants 
are required to join in accordance with the 
regulations. ” 


A man entering the London and 
North Western Company’s Service, is 
compelled to join; and on resigning 


his position in the Company’s service, 
he is compelled to sacrifice all he has 
paid to the fund, for he is not allowed 
to remain a member of it. Only when 
leaving through reduction of staff, can 
a man possibly get his premiums 
returned. I may “be allowed to say 
that | know a little about tie London 


and North Western Railway, and not 
to my knowledge has an _ instance 


occurred in which depression of trade | 
Instead | 


has led to a reduction of staff. 
ot that, however, men are removed and 
degraded. A man may be removed to 
a distance from the place where he was 
stationed, possibly at a reduction of 
and possibly at great incon- 
venience to himself. A man sometimes 
cannot see his way clear to leaving a 
particular centre, owing to the circum- 
stances of his surroundings. He may 
be offered work at a new place at a 
reduced wage, and he may decline to 
go. If he declines to go, it is insub 
ordination, and that comes under the 
head of misconduct, and he _ receives 
nothing from the Provident Fund when 


wages, 


he leaves the Company’s employ. We 
are constantly having cases brought 
before us, in which men are treated 


in this way on the London and North 


Western Railway. Rule 50 of the 
London and North Western Rules, 
relating to the Provident Fund, says— 
“Members who have paid the premiums 
shown . . shall, upon leaving the service, 
from other causes than miseconduet or volun- 
tary resignation, before being entitled to a 


pension, receive back one half the pension 
portion of the premiums of 2d. and Id. per 
Week, according to elass, which they have 


op into the Fund, provided an application 
or the same be made by the member within a 
pad of four months from the time of his 
leaviny the service.” 

1 would ask hon. Members to put it 
to themselves from what other circum- 
can leave a company’s 
other than voluntary 
tion or misconduct, and for each of these 
causes the railway company is entitled 
And now | 
will give an instanee or two from the 


VOL. 


stance a man 


service resigna- 


CIX. 
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Great Western Railway Company. Rule 
8 of the Great Western Rule-book sets 
forth— 


‘The following societies have been estab- 
lished or authorised by the company, which 


the servants are required to join in accordance 
with regulations:—(A) G.W.R. Superannua- 
tion Fund; (B) G.W.R. Guarantee Fund ; 
G.W.R. Provident Society ; (D) G.W.R. 
Widow's and Orphan's Benevolent Fund ; (E) 
G.W.R. Pension Fund; (F) G.W.R. Engine- 
men and Firemen’s Mutual; Assurance, Sick, 
and Superannuation Soc iety. 

Vote,— > and B. refer to clerks and station- 
masters. ., D., and E. refer to uniform staff, 
and F. ves to Locomotive Department only. 


With regard to the Provident Fund | 


find that Rule 5 of the Fund says— 


‘The said directors may require that any 
person may be admitted a member of this 
society who is entitled to admission under the 
Rules.” 

Rule 4 of the Pension Fund sg 


‘The directors 


say = 


may from time to time 
require not only those entitled to become 
members under Rule 3, but any other of their 
servants whom they may designate by name 
or class to become members of this fund.” 


Now, some of these societies inconsequence 


' of the very small area from which they are 


able to obtain their members have got 
into a state of insolvency. There are, in- 
deed, very few railway societies that are 
anything like solvent. [Cries of **Oh!’’] 
Well, will hon. Members just wait a 
moment. I should like to have their 


opinion on the following. Mr. R. P. 
Hardy, actuary, reported on the 7th 
August, 1894, as follows. It is a very 


lengthy document, and I will not trouble 
the House with the whole of it, but he 
comes to this conclusion: 

“This very serious position of affairs, and 
the practical hopelessness of attempting to 
impose such a burden upon members of only 
limited means, leaves me no alternative but 
to advise the Committee of Management and 
the members that the Society is irretrievably 
insolvent, and that measures should, in the 
interests of all, and especially in those of 
the more recent entrants, be at once taken 
to bring about a dissolution of the Society. 
and its reconstruction upon a basis that will 
vive the younger men a tair equivalent for 
their subscriptions, together with relief from 
the uncertain, but pending heavy levies for 
which they are liable under the rules.” 

And again, in a report as to the financial 
position of the society as at the 31st 
December, 1897, Mr. Hardy said— 

‘The deficiency shown by the valuation 
was £202,073, and was due to circumstances 
well within the cognisance both of the Rail- 
way Company and the Management of the 
Soc iety. 


Z 
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And, he says, further— 

** In the last report I pointed out that the 

Society was irretrievably insolvent, and on 
the present oceasion | can only most regret- 
fully reiterate this view, and advise the 
Management that the position of the Society 
is so hopeless that they are doing serious 
injustice to young men in allowing them to 
join an association which is evidently beyond 
the unaided powers of the present members 
to restore. 
Now, I think that the House will, at 
any rate, agree witn me to the 
seriousness of Mr. Hardy’s reports of 
7th August, 1894 and 3lst December, 
1897, but still the company is allowed, 
as a condition of employment, to re- 
quire the men to become members of 
the society. There is a great hardship 
in this. I do not know if hon. Members 
realise what it is to live on small means. 
A very large proportion of the working 
men of this country are thrifty and do 
belong to provident, sick and friendly 
societies, and the result of the attitude of 
such a railway company as this is that 
a man who wants to enter its service who 
may belong already to one or two societies 
is asked to join vet another. If the com- 
pany whose service he seeks to enter has 
one of these friendly societies attached to 
it, they make it a condition of employ- 
ment that he shall join it. They say, 
“Before we take you on you must be- 
come a member of this or that or the 
other society.” The man cannot afford 
it. The wages paid in connection with 
railways are less than working men 
receive generally, and a man finds him- 
self unable to pay from 5d. to 1s. 3d. per 
week in addition to what he is already 
paying to his own friendly societies. The 
result that the man has to sacrifice 
many years of contributions which he has 
been paying into his friendly societies 
outside, or bear the loss which accrues, 
whatever it may be. He has to join the 
railway company’s society. 

lam not going to argue the merits or 
demerits of these My one 
point—and I have only one point—is that 
railway directors should not, any more 
than any other employers, have the right 
or power to compel any man as a con- 


as 


Is 


societies. 


dition of employment to attach himself 
to any particular society. So far as the 
working men themselves are concerned, 
if pressure is put upon them to join a 
trades union it is resented very bitterly 
by the employers. 


Mr. Bell. 


lf we use coercion to 
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compel men to join trade unions, it is 
tyranny of the blackest and most out- 


/rageous kind. [Cheers.] I am bound to 
say to hon. Members who cheer that 


that they will not distinguish between 
the case of the workman and that of his 
employer. I hope hon. Members will 
be broad-minded enough to see that if it 
is tyrannical to compel one of their 
fellows to enter a society, it is equally 
tyrannical on the part of an employer to 
refuse to employ a man if he will not 
join his society. That is my argument— 
that this Bill should apply equally as 
much to railways and to railway workers 
as it does to any other employment and 
workmen in the country. [| no 
earthly reason why railway companies 
should have exceptional treatment : there 
is no excuse for it; there is no call for 
them to be exempted from legislation 
which is applicable to all other emplovers. 
I fail to see the slightest ground for 
making any distinction. I am not one 
who would wish to press hardly on 
railway companies or on anyone else, 
nor am I one of those who desire to give 
the railway companies any undue adyan- 
tage over other employers. That which 
is applied to one class should be applied to 
the other without favour. I beg to move 
my Amendment. 


see 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 2, line 17, to leave out Clause 5.” 
—(.Vr. Bell.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words of 
the Clause to the word ‘to, in line 20, 
stand part of the Bill.” 


(4.40.) Mr. ANSTRUTHER (St. 
drew’s Burghs): I trust that the hon. Mem 
ber for Derby will not take it amiss if 
T suggest to him, with great respect, 
that if he persists in this Amendment 


An- 


he will be jeopardising the passing 
of the Bill through the Report stage 


today. It will be fatal to raise a point 
such as the present, however important 
it may he The hon. 
Member is, of course, perfectly within his 


in his own view. 
right in making this protest on behalf ot 
those whom he so ably represents in this 
House, and I make no complaint of that. 
But | myself have the right to speak 
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here for a very important railway insur- 
ance society, whose views differ in toto 
on this matter from those of the hon. 
Member for Derby. The hon. Member 
has alluded to the presence of a deputa- 
tion from that society here during the 
present week. Well, Sir, I do not think 
the House will for a moment object to 
men coming here as a deputation to make 
representations in defence of the interests 
of their class. Or, at any rate, if the 
House does object it will have to do so 
on many more occasions than the present. 
It will have to interfere with the action 
of individual voters, or groups of indi- 
viduals or representatives of important 
corporations, who come here to influence 
by legitimate means the opinions of hon. 
Members who have to give their decisions 
on questions as they arise in this House. 
I do not say myself that sometimes this 
lobbying is not overdone; but we Members, 
as We grow older in this House, become 
case-hardened in matters of this kind, 
and we take the liberty of weighing such 
action in seales of which we ourselves know 
the justice. 

But the particular point of the hon. Mem- 
her for Derby is that benefit societies con- 
nected with railway companies should not 
he exempted irom the provisions of this 
Bill. [ believe the hon.Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Limehouse, who has so far so ably 
piloted the Bill through Committee and 
this House, has, from the first, been 
single-minded in his intention that the 
Bill, if it becomes an Act, should not 
apply to those societies belonging to or 
connected with railway companies, to 
which the companies themselves make 
substantial contributions. 

And it is noteworthy that so long 
agoas the year 1898, this question of 
Shop Clubs and compulsory membership 
first became agitated in this House, and 
a Departmental Committee was appointed 
by the late Home Secretary to inq:tire 
into it. Members of the Insurance 
Society of the North British Railway 
Company at that time entered a strong 
protest against any interference with 
the society for which they were entitled 
to speak. It is not by any means 
an afterthought, nor has the question 
been raised with the view of frustrat- 
ing the passage of this Bill into law ; 
and I can assure the House that, al- 
though I am not very particularly inter- 


ested in the general question, as it was | 
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presented to the House on the Second 
Reading, I am content to accept the 
general desire of the House that the 
Bill should become law. It will certainly 
not be through any action of mine if the 
Bill is prevented from passing through 
this House this afternoon. 

The hon. Member opposite has brought 
forward the point under discussion as 
one upon which the employers are an- 
tagonistic to the interests of their men. 
Tam bound to say, on behalf of those 
for whom I am entitled to speak, that 
this is not a directors’ nor a shareholders’ 
question at all. It is a men’s question. 
We have had the strongest representations, 
on the part of the men, in favour of 
retaining Clause 5 in the Bill, and against 
hampering or in any way prejudicing 
the society of the company with which | 
am connected. The protest of the mem- 
bers of the society was couched in four 
sentences. It is so comprehensive that 
I think 1 may claim the indulgence of 
the House if I read it in this debate. 
Their fear was 

**That such leyislation would be fatal to 

the interests of their society; that a great 
many members, who are looking forward to 
receive the benefit of the society's superannua- 
tion allowance, would be deprived of that 
allowance, and that they would be debarred 
from joining any other society on account of 
the age limit; that the superannuated mem- 
bers would be deprived of their allowances, 
which would be to them a great hardship ; 
and that the members of the society did not 
wish the existing arrangements of the com- 
pany to be interfered with.” 
Weil, that is the position I take up on 
behalf of these men, and I believe that 
I do it with almost the unanimous acqui- 
escence of the whole membership of the 
society. And further than that, 1 do hope 
that, apart for the moment from the merits 
of this particular question, whether railway 
societies should be included or not, the 
hon. Member will not press his Amend- 
ment upon the House, to the jeopardy of 
arriving at an amicable conclusion on the 
Bill before the rising of the House this 
afternoon, 


Sin ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 5.) : 
I rise to make an appeal to my hon. 
friend the Member for Derby. I quite 
agree with many of the views he has 
expressed, more especially those in regard 
to the results when the men leave the 
society, and leave the neighbourhood, for 
which reason I intended to press upon 
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the Committee the consideration of those 
words I have put down, in regard to 
Clause 6, about getting for the men the 
full actuarial value of their interests under 
this Bill. I desire to urge, in the interests 
of friendly societies, that my hon. friend 
will do a great service to this Bill by not 
insisting upon his Amendment at this 
period, for it might jeopardise the passing 
of this Bill. For the same reason I do 
not propose to move the Amendment 
standing in my name, although I believe 
the exemption ought to be confined to 
the great railway companies incorporated 
by Act of Parliament. I feel that while 
such action on my part might have the 
effect of improving the Bill it might, on 
the other hand, be fatal to the passing of 
the measure at the present moment. My 
hon. friend the Member for Derby not 
only has an interest in railway companies, 
hut also in the great friendly societies, and 
I hope for this reason he will facilitate the 
passing of this Bill by withdrawing his 
Amendment, and so permit this Bill to 
eonter a great benetit upon a large class 
of the community. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I am in a difficulty 
to know what to do, there 
can be no particular reason why an 
exception should be made in favour of one 
particular class of workmen. I think this 
Sill is a mistake, and will not have that 
beneficial effect which we all desire, but 
having passed the Bill so far, if it is a good 
measure for the working classes I cannot 
understand why one particular class 
should be treated differently to another 
class. There is another large section of 
workers in the docks, and they will be in- 
cluded in the Bill, but why a large number 
of workmen employed in the docks should 
be ineluded, and not the railway servants, 
[ cannot understand. It seems to me that 
we are departing from the wise course 
which has hitherto prevailed of doing 
everything we can to encourage and 
facilitate the relations between  em- 
plovers and employed. If we are 
going tofhave this Bill passed I cannot 
see the logic of exempting one large 
Section of the community, although 
[ should be very sorry to see this clause 
taken out, because | believe great work 
has been done in this direction by the 
railway companies, and they are at 


because 


present doing an immense deal for the , 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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benefit of the men, which I am sure we 


are all anxious to preserve. It seems to 
me absurd to pass a Bill framed as it js 
to do a certain work, and then make 
a very large and important section of 
the community exempt from it. If the 
Bill is a good measure for the working 
classes in the country it should be 
applied to all, and if it is not good for al] 
I cannot see why it should pass. 


Lord EDMUND FITZMAURICE: 
Considering that I represent a large con- 
stituency which includes a large number 
of railway men, | do not think LI should 
he doing my duty if I did not say a 
word upon this occasion. The two 
hon. Members who have preceded me 
in this debate have spoken for very 
large bodies of railway men and they 
have pointed out, and more especially 
my hon. friend the Member for South 
Islington, that we have to consider the 
undoubted wish and desire of this House 
to pass this Bill. But although | am 
willing to make the largest possible 
concession in this direction, I cannot see 
how anybody can complain of my hon. 
friend the Member for Derby, or of any 
other hon. Members representing large 
railway constituencies, if they msist upon 
placing upon record an emphatic 
protest against the omission of railway 
servants from benefits under this Bill. 
I shall tell the Committee in one 
sentence why I think we have an un- 
answerable case. If hon. Members will 
go back to the early history of this 
question they will find that the agita- 
tion upon which this Bill originated 
occurred very largely among railway 
men. I would remind the House that 
there are companies and companies. I 
know myself of that great company 
which my hon. friend the Member for 
St. Andrews Burghs mentioned at the 
conclusion of his observations, and I[ 
can certainly say that | know from my 
own experience that the relations 
between the Great Western Railway 
Company and its employees are almost 
of an ideal character, and if there is any 


such case as that indicated by my 
hon. friend the Member for Derby 
there must be some mistake, for I 


feel perfectly certain that the directors 
and shareholders of the Great Western 
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Railway Company would not allow an 
jd servant to be treated in that way. 
We cannot in this Committee trust to 
fixing our legislation upon the basis of 
the benevolence or goodwill of any 
particular company, and as my hon. 
iriend the Member for South Islington 
has pointed out, this clause is not 
jmited, as it might have been, to a 
schedule which might have consisted of 
ome of the great incorporated railway 
companies. I feel that my hon. friend 
behind me the Member for Derby was 
iully jus stified in raising this protest, and 
itis for him to decide whether he will 
arry this question to a division, or for 
the sake of this Bill allow his proposal to 
be withdrawn. 


Mr. HARRY SAMUEL: Will my hon. 
‘riend the Member for Derby allow me to 
make an appeal to him, and to express to 
him my absolute sense of the justice of the 
sourse he has taken. I fully understand 
that had he not taken this course he 
vould not have been doing his duty, and 
this is a question upon which many hon. 
Members of this House look to the hon. 
Member for Derby to guide us. I wish 
(0 point out that there is no one inside 
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this House who takes a deeper interest 
in the principles contained in this Bill 
than the hon. Member for Derby, and for 
the sake of those principles I trust that 
he will allow this Bill to pass. I know 
that by the very nature of things a very 
large number of important railways are 
absolutely outside the scope of this Bill, 
and therefore it is only a few of them 
which are included in this particular 
clause. Under these circumstances I do 
appeal to the hon. Member to withdraw 
his Amendment and allow this Bill to 
pass. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs): 
I appeal to the hon. Member for Derby 
to accede to the suggestion to withdraw 
his Amendment, because if it were passed 
a large number of these men would not 
be able to join any other society. There- 
fore, I hope the hon. Member will with- 
draw his Amendment. 


(4.53,) 


(Juestion put. 


The House divided:—Ayes, 155; Noes, 
142. (Division List No, 224.) 


AYES. 
\cland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex F. Cohen, Benjamin Louis Greene, W. Raymond-(Cam)s. ) 
\er-Gardner, James Tynte Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Greville, Hon. Ronald 
\nstruther, H. T. Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole Gunter, Sir Robert 
rrol, Sir William Compton, Lord Alwyne Hall, Edward Marshall 
halearres, Lord Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) Harris, Frederick Leverton 


balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) Cross, Alex 
balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. ) 
hanbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. HnSirMic hael Hic ks 
beckett, Ernest Will am 
heresford, Lord Chas. William 


Dalkeith, 


Denny, 


bhownageree, Sir M. M. 

bignold, Arthur Egerton, Hon. 
hoseawen, Arthur Griffith- Fellowes, Hon. 
brassey, Albert 


brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. | Fisher, 
drainer, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bull, William James 

Vamphell, Rt. Hod. A. (Glasgow 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Mi anor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
( rmington mn, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Fitzroy, Hon. 
Fletcher, 
Flow er, 
Forster, 
Galloway, 


Garfit, 


Godson, Sir 


ander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Colonel 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
A. de Tatton 
Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt HonSirJ(Mane’r 
William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Edw. 
Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Ernest 

Henry William 
William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘l’rH mlets 


Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,.J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur ¢ 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H.(Hants. Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 


Dixon 


Algernon 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas,ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macartney. Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 

M’ Arthur, ¢ —. iver pool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleoln, Ian 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mevsey- Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Mild: iy. Francis Singham 
Morg an,Hn Fred. (Monm’thsh. 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


ac av RtHnA.Gr: aham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt’n 
Pease, Sir Joseph W.( Durham) 
Peel,Hn Win. Kobert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Pilking xton, Lieut.-Col. Richard | 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
\therley-Jones, I 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
jarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 





Bayley, Thomas (De srbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinek, Lord Henry Co 
Blake, Edward 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 
ety Rt. Hon. James 
= beg oa 

Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robe rt 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S$.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Canston, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Clancy, 
Covan, 
Condon, 
Corbett 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain 
Doogan, P. C 


John Joseph 
Denis J. 
Thomas Joseph 


A. 


Douglas, ‘harles M, (Lanark) 


Duncan, J. Hi: istings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 


William (Rhondda) | 


»A.Cameron (Glasgow) | 
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Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
| Simeon, Sir Barring ston 
Stanley, EdwardJas.($ 
stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


omerset 


NOES. 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans.SirFrancisH. (Maidst’ne 
Evans. Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
| Ffrench, Veter 
| Field, Willian 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flynn, James Christopher 
| Foster, Sir * ecg ia 
G illivoly, James 
Godd: urd, Genie 1 Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harwood, George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
| Hayter. Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill. Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a | 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyee, Michael 


Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | 


Lambert, George 


Lam|ton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 


Law,Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 


| Lene, Sir John 

| Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M’Govern, T. 
M Kean, John 
M’Killop, W. 
M’ Laren, Charles 


(Sligo, North) 
Benjamin 
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Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

| Valentia, Viscount 

| Walrond, Rt. HnSirWilliamH, 

a dane et ~~, 

Wentworth, Brnee C. Vernon. 

Whiteley, H (Asht’n und. Lyne 

iW hitmore, Charles Algernon 

Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 

Wills, Sir Frederick 

| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wi. H. (Yorks. ) 
W odehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. ( Bath 
Woltl, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 

| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stnart- 

Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 

Younger, W ‘illiam 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Mr. Harry Samuel and 
Mr. Renshaw. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alex: 
Nolan. Col. JohnP. (Galway, N. ) 
Nolan, Joseph (L mer South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil W illiam 
Nussey, Thomas W Le 
O Brie n, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Ti ine rryMid 
O Brien, a *k (Inilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, %.) 
QO’ Connor,J: mesiWi icklow. W) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Philipps, John Wynford 
| Pirie, Duncan V. 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 















Rateliff, R. F. 

| Reddy, M. , 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, W illiam (Clare) 

| Rigg, Richard 
toberts, John Byrn (Eifion) 


Robson, William Snowdon 

Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

| Schwann, Charles E. 

| Scott, Chas. Prestw ich (Leigh) 

| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 
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Spencer, RtHn.C. t.(Northants | 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan.E) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thompson, Dr.E C(Monagh’nN | 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) | 


Other Amendments made. 
Schedule amended, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BILL. 


(5.10.) Bill as amended considered— 
Amendments made. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 


time. 


Mr. BANBURY objected, remarking 
that the Second Reading of the Bill and 
the Committee Stage were taken after 
twelve o'clock. There were Amend- 
ments now on the Report Stage. 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL: I hope my hon. 
fiend will not persist in his objection. 
for the first time within my memory, and 
Ihave been sixteen years in the House. 
there is a measure before the House upon 
which every Irish Member, north, south, 
east. and west, is absolutely agreed. The 
Government also are agreed that this is 


indin addition to that thereare meetings 
being convened in every county in Ireland 
trying to put pressure on the Government 
to get this Bill through, owing to the 
seandaisthat havearisen. This is the last 
private Members’ day of the session, and 
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Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Wallace, Robert H 
Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan) | 
White. Patrick (Meath, North) | 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) | 
Wilson,Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.R.) | 
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Woodhouse.SirJ.T( Huddersi'd 
Young, Samuel 
| Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Bell and Mr. Warner. 


| feeling of the country, and it may never 


|; come again. 


lot the 


I do not think the hon. 
Member is unfriendly to the Bill. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I rise to say a word in support of the 
appeal of the hon. Gentleman opposite, 


1 think the position of the hon. 
Member for Peckham is a most un- 
reasonable one. If it be true, as the 


hon. Member for South Tyrone says, 
that the hon. Member is really in fuvour 
Bill then his attitude is most 
extraordinary when he takes advantage 
of the forms of the House to prevent the 
Bill being read a third time. It is a 
Bill on which everybody is agreed, and | 
would ask the hon. Member to allow it 
to pass. All parties in Ireland, and as 
far as I know ail parties in England and 
Scotland, are willing to allow it to he 
read a third time now. 


Mr. BANBURY withdrew his objee- 
tion, remarking that he was not particu- 
larly in favour of the Bill. If anything 
he was rather against it, because it 
seemed to him that it endeavoured to 
create 2 monopoly amongst those people 
who already held licences in Ireland. t 


| might be that that was a good thing for 


| Ireland, but he did not think 


aiter this, if the Bill is not read a third | 
time now, we shall be at the mercy after | 


twelve o'clock of any Gentleman who | 


rises and says “I object.” The House 
the opportunity of giving 
assent to the general and unanimous 


48 now 


| generally. 


. | were exceptional circumstances in Ireland 
i necessary and urgent thing to be done, | I 


t would 
hea good thing for the United Kingdom 
He understood that there 
to the 


which made it advisable 


measure. 


pass 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


CREMATION BILL [Lorps. | 


Bill as amended (by the Standing 


Committee) further considered. 
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Other Amendments made. 


! 
| 
| 
| 


for the Wisbech Division, who had left 
| the House, asked him to move the 


(5.20.) Lorp HUGH CECIL said Amendment standing in his name that— 
they had now reached the last | st re line 15 of Clause 1, the word ‘ three’ 

7s a , should be inserted in place of ‘ four. 
clause in the Bill, and he should like | C gee 2 
to renew his protest against legislation | nder the prineipal Act of 1878, the 
of this kind being treated in relation to |SU™ mentioned as necessary for the 
national divisions. He could not see | founding of a Bishoprie was £3,500, 
why the Bill should not be extended to | This Bill proposed £4,000, and he thought 
Ireland equally with the rest of the | they were entitled to ask the promoters 
United Kingdom. He understood ‘that | of the Bill what was the necessity for the 
hon. Members for Ireland were greatly | duatene , 
opposed to it because Roman Catholic | hd 
feeling was very much against cremation. 
No one proposed that Roman Catholics 
should adopt cremation. Local author- 
ities had the option to leave matters as | 
they stood now. It amounted to this, 
if Roman Catholics preferred burial to | NEW FOREST (SALE OF LANDS FOR 
cremation no one in Ireland was obliged PUBLIC PURPOSES) BILL. 
to have eremation: but however much 
an individual might have expressed his Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Mr. Fuller, 
wish to be cremated that course was | and Mr. Scott Montagu nominated Men- 
not to be taken. He did not think it was | hers of the Select Committee on the New 
a reasonable or a logical position. He | Forest (Sale of Lands for Public Purposes) 
should have thought that the proper} piy (si William Weleond* 
course was totreat the whole of the 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


United Kingdom as one in this matte POST OFFICE (SITES)- BILL. 
It was too much the custom to make 
Bills easy to pass through Parlia~-| Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Captain 


ment by adopting illogical distinctions. | Jessel, and Mr. Luke White nominated 
He had no desire to wreck the Bill, but | Members of the Select Committee on the 
by way of protest he would move that | post Office Sites Bill, — (Sir Willivn 
Clause 16 be left out. | Walrond.) 





rz BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Amendment proposed, “ To leave out a 
Clause 16.°—( Lord Hugh Cecil.) | Sir WALTER FOSTER asked what 
| business the Government proposed to 
take on Monday, in the event of the 


Question, “That the words proposed | “* te 
: Pe discussion of the Schedule of the Finance 


to be left out stand part of the Bill,” put, | “" ; se 
and agreed to | Bill being got over at a comparatively 
and ag " g 

| early hour. 


Bill read the third time, and passed.) gin WILLIAM WALROND (Devon 
4 e nts. } : rive . . “p ‘ 
with aasomen shire, Tiverton) said that, if the Govern- 
| ment were fortunate enough to get the 


BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL. Finance Bill through at an early hour on 


Considered in Comunittee. | Monday afternoon, they would take the 
| ‘ ’ 
| Police Reservists Bill and some other 

' : | Denartmental Bille he evening 
(In the Committee). | Departmental Bills. At the evening 
| 


sitting the Licensing Dill would be taken. 
Clause a 
Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
(5.25.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, hefore Six o’clock till Monday 
Mid) said his hon, friend the Member | next. 





671 


676 
lett 
the 


ree’ 


the 
the 
500, 
ight 
ters 
r the 


sit 


‘OR 


iller, 
lem- 
New 


ses) 


ptain 
vated 
| the 
ee 


what 
1 to 

the 
lance 


ively 


von 
vern- 
- the 
ron 
» the 
ther 
ning 
ken. 


nutes 
mday 


677 Returns, {16 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 16th June, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with : 

Liverpool Corporation. 

: The same was ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 
Report from the Joint Committee, 
: That the Bill ought to be allowed to 
: proceed: The Proceedings of the Com- 
‘mittee and the Minutes of Evidence laid 
‘ upon the Table, and to be delivered out. 


2 ty Oh 


3 CLEETHORPES IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
s The Chairman of Committees informed 

the House that the opposition to the 
> Bill was withdrawn. The orders made 
‘on the 5th instant and Thursday last 
> discharged, and Bill committed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No 6.) BILL [1.1.]. 

: The Chairman of Committees informed 
‘the House that the opposition to the 
Bill was withdrawn. ‘The orders made 
son the 2nd instant and Thursday last 
v discharged, and Bill committed to a 
.Committee of the Whole House. 


x 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY (ABANDONMENT BILL). 


Read 2%, and committed. 


‘ 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 3°, and passed. 


BIRMINGHAM AND MIDLAND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [u...}. 


Read 3*; Amendments made ; 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Sill 


BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 3*, with the Amendments, and | 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 
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ERDINGTON TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Read 3°, with the Amendments; a 
| further Amendment made; Bill passed, 
| and returned to the Commons. 


EASTBOURNE CORPORATION BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1 * ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No 13.) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 118.) 


RENFREW HARBOUR BILL [u.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


BUCKIE BURGH EXTENSIGN AND 
BUCKIE (CRAIGENROAN) HAR- 
BOUR ORDER COMFIRMATION 
BILL (HLL. J. 

Read 2* (according to order), and 


(pursuant to the Private Legislation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act 1899), deemed to 
have been reported from the Committee : 
Bill to be read 3* Tomorrow. 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 
72 and 82 be suspended for the remainder 
of the session. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SIERRA LEONE. 
Reports by Governor Sir Charles King- 
Harman, K.C.M.G., on his visits to the 
Protectorate. 


WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA. 
Despatch by General Lord Kitchener, 
dated &th April 1902, relative to military 
operations in South Africa (in contin- 
uation of (Cd. 970.] ) ; 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
| COUNTY OFFICERS AND 
(IRELAND) ACT 1877. 
Account of receipts and payments under 


COURTS 


ithe Act during the year ended 31st 


| Mareh 1902. 


VOL. CLX. [FOURTH SERIES. | 





2A 
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NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS (IRE- 
LAND) PENSION FUND. 

Annual accounts of receipts and pay- 
ments, for the year ended 31st December 
1901. 


Laid before tne House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 
TAXATION OF LAND VALUES. 

Petition in favour of ; of Carnarvon 
Town Council ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 

BETTING. 

Report from the Select Committee 
(with the proceedings of the Committee) 
made, and to be printed. Minutes of 
evidence laid upon the Table and to be 
delivered out. (N° 114.) 


STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES. 

Message from the Commons for leave 
for the Lord Brassey to attend to be 
examined as a witness before the Select 
Committee of that House. 


CREMATION BILL [H.t.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed, and to be read 2* on 
Friday next. (The Duke of Northumber- 
land.) (N° 115.) 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1° ; 
to be printed, and to be read 2* on Friday 
next. (Zhe Eurl of Mayo.) (N° 116.) 


S:iOP CLUBS BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
ani to be printed. (N° 117.) 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five o'clock, 
till ‘'omorrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 


{COMMONS} 





Pill Business. 
OF 
Monday, 16th June, 1902. 


680 
HOUSE COMMONS. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILLS | Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT PRE. 
VIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO COM. 
PLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 
Bristol Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Central London Railway Bill { Lords}. 
Consett Water Bill { Lords]. 
Devonport Corporation 
Powers) Bill | Lords]. 
Devonport Corporation (Water) Bill 
Lords], 
Menai Bridge Urban District Council 
Bill | Lords}. 
North Staffordshire 
Lords}. 
Rossendale 
| Lords}. 
Whitstable Improvement Bill [ Lords]. 


That Bills be 


(General 








Tramways Bill 





Valley 


Tramways Bill 


Ordered, the read a 


second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 


ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have not been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Weardale and Shildon District Water 

Bill { Lords}. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 
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681 Petitions. 


DARTFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL, 
GLOUCESTERSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER 
BILL. 

Lords Amendments considered, and 

agreed to. 
EASTBOURNE CORPORATION BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
TIVERTON MARKET BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 
WEST HAMPSHIRE WATER BILL [ Lorps] 
(Kinc’s CoNSENT SIGNIFIED). 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


LONGWOOD GAS BILL [Lorps]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 

HASTINGS HARBOUR DISTRICT RAIL- 
WAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) BILL 
[LORDS], 

IMPERIAL INSTITUTE BILL {Lorps], 
LEICESTER CORPORATION BILL [Lorps], 
LIVERPOOL CATHEDRAL BILL [Lorps], 
MARGATE CORPORATION WATER BILL 

| Lorps], 

WREXHAM DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 

{ Lorps}. 

ead a second time, and committed. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 

As amended, considered ; 

third time and passed. 


read the 


PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps}. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
RUSTHALL MANOR BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 

RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 9). 

Mr. Tatton EGerron reported from 
the Committee on Group 9 of Railway 
Bills ; That the parties opposing the 
Medway and Thames Canal Bill [Lords] 
had stated that the evidence of Mr. 
Richard Turner Tatham, of 11, King 
Street, Maidstone, was essential to their 
tase; and, it having been proved that 
his attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, 
he had been instrueted to move that 
the said Mr. Richard Turner Tatham 
do attend the said Committee tomorrow, 
it half-past eleven of the clock. 


{16 JunE 1902} 


Petitions. 


Ordered, That Mr. Richard Turner 
Tatham do attend the Committee on 
Group 9 of Railway Bills tomorrow, at 
half-past eleven of the clock. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

Mr. Brand, Mr. Flynn, Mr. Hobhouse, 
Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. 
Renshaw, and Mr. Worsley - Taylor 
nomimated Members of the Select Com- 
mittee on Private Business.—(Sir William 
Walrond.) 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to, Military 
Lands Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill, 
Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
(Ireland) Provisional Order Bill, Aber- 
earn Urban District Gas Bill, Furness 
Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill, without 
Amendment ; Scarborough Tramways 
Bill, with Amendments. 

Amendments to, Abertillery Urban 
District Council Bill [Lords], Bradford- 
on-A von Gas Bill { Lords], without Amend- 
ment. 
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That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
**An Act to amend the Lands Valua- 
tion (Scotland) Acts in regard to the 
preparation of a Supplementary Valua- 
tion Roll.” [Lands Valuation (Scotland) 
Amendinent Bill {Lords}. | 


And also a_ Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act 
to empower the Corporation of Notting- 
ham to construct additional tramways, 
and to make new waterworks; and for 
other purposes.”’ {Nottingham Corpora- 
tion Bill | Lords]. | 

NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL 

[ Lorps]. 

Read the first time: and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 

dills. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petition from Southampton, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 
Petition from Islington, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (DESPATCHES), 
Copy presented, of Despatch by Lord 
Kitchener, dated 8th April, 1902, relative 
to military operations in South Africa 

[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


2A2 








CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND 
WALES, 1901. 
Copy presented, of Census of England 
and Wales, 1901 (County of Durham) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND 
WALES, 1901. 
Copy presented, of Census of England 
and Wales, 1901 (County of Essex) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1877. 
Account presented, of the Receipts and 
Payments under the Act during the year 
ended the 31st March, 1902 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 217.] 


NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
(IRELAND) PENSION FUND. 
Annual Accounts presented, of Receipts 
and Payments for the year ended 31st 
December, 1901 |by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPS AS ARMED 
CRUISERS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
lordered Ist May; Jr. Cohen]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COASTGUARDS (MEDICAL 
ATTENDANCE). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 23rd April; J/r. Crean]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
of the House— 


PUBLIC RECORDS (HIGH COURT OF 
CHANCERY). 

Copy of Schedule containing a list 
and particulars of classes of Documents 
of the High Court of Chancery which 
are now in the Public Record Office, but 
which are not considered of sufficient 
public value to justify their preservation 
therein [by Act}. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED IN THE VOTES. 


Bantry Extension Railway-—Level 
Crossings. 
Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the gates on 
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the crossing of the Bantry Extension 
Railway, at Old Barrack Road, Bantry, 
are always kept shut against the public: 
and whether, having regard to the Act 
of 1847 under which the extension to 
deep water was constructed, he can take 
steps to obtain from the railway com- 
pany the opening of the gates. 


(Answer.) The railway company con- 
cerned have informed the Board of Trade 
that the gates at the level crossing in 
question are provided with wickets which 
are always open and available for foot 
passengers. They add that the gates 
are kept closed across the public roadway 
in accordanee with Section 47 of The 
Railways Clauses Act, 1845, and that, as 
there is a sharp curve at this place, it is 
more conducive to public safety that they 
should ordinarily be kept so closed. The 
Board of Trade have no power to inter: 
vene.—(Lourd of Trade.) 


Islington Guardians—Increase of 
Expenditure. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he has received any 
reply to his inquiries with regard to the 
growth of expenditure under the Isling- 
ton Board of Guardians, and whether he 
has yet decided to appoint a local inquiry, 
or what steps he proposes to take in the 
matter. 


(Ansuvr.) 1 have given careful con- 
sideration to the matter referred to, but 
I do not see that the local inquiry which 
has been suggested would serve any use- 
ful purpose. | am aware that the expendi- 
ture of the Islington Guardians has in- 
creased, but for the last year for which 
I have returns it represents a rate in the 
pound which is about the same as the 
average for the whole of London. | 
have no authority to impose any limit 
on the expenditure of the guardians. 
If it is considered that any of their 
expe nditure has been ille gally incurred, 
it will be open to any ratepayer to attend 
at the audit and object to its being 
allowed by the auditor.—(Local Goveri- 
ment Board.) 


Civil Service—Retirement and Super- 
annuation. 


Stir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, whether heads of departme nts had 
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685 Questions. 








power to retire efficient clerks in_ the 
Civil Service at sixty with less than forty 
years service on 22nd December, 1886, 
when the Treasury framed the rule re- 
quiring copyists on promotion to the 
established service to forfeit the gratuity 
earned for faithful temporary service ; 
and, if not, whether he will now arrange 
for such temporary service, when 
reeommended by heads of departments, 
to count in full towards superannuation. 





(nswer.) Heads of Departments have 
always had the right to retire an officer 
at any time if they consider that the 
interests of the public service make it 
desirable. Tam not prepared to propose 
any alteration of the kind suggested in 
the second paragraph of the Question.— 


{ Tre asury, ) 


Post Office Telephones. 

Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that sub- 
vribers to the Post Office Telephones 
who signed the Post Office Agreement 
six months ago were then told that con- 
nection with the new system would be 
completed in the Strand district in about 
eight weeks; and whether he can give 
any explanation of the delay, and any 
hope that the inconvenience thus caused 
will be shortly removed. 


(dusuvr.) The statements mentioned 
probably had reference to the opening 
f the service at the new Central Ex- 
change in Queen Victoria Street, which 
took place on the 24th February last. 
The connection of the premises of sub- 
seribers -_has been carried forward as 
rapidly as possible since that date; but it 
is of course not practicable to deal with 
every at the same time. About 
1,650 telephones are now working in 
connection with that Exchange. In 
Fleet Street and the Strand district the 
main cables for subseribers’ lines were 
laid and completed some time ago, but 
norder to avoid unnecessarily opening 
the foot ways in the busiest thoroughfares, 


case 










rangements have had to be made to 
transfer the telegraph wires in the exist- 
Ing pipes under the pavement to other 
Toutes, so as to make these pipes avail- 
able for the distribution of telephone | 


| 
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wires. This work is of a difficult and 
complicated nature, but it is hoped that 
it will be completed along Fleet Street 
and the Strand in the course of three 
weeks or a month. As soon as this has 
been done the work of connecting the 
premises of subscribers in the Strand 
district with the main lines of telephone 
wires will proceed very rapidly.—(/ost 
Office.) 


Halfpenny Postage Regulations. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E. :) 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
his attention has been called to the 
complaint of Messrs. May, Roberts, & 
Co., of 9 and 11 Clerkenwell Road, 
that they have been surcharged on in- 
voices enclosed in halfpenny wrappers, 
as an insutticiently stamped letter, because 
one item of description on the invoiced 
goods was marked with a cross, and 
such cross so added was treated in the 
manner of a communication, and not in 
accordance with the Treasury warrant, 
while the words “ Lines marked X the 
goods are to follow, and will be procured 
as soon as possible, and sent with the 
next order unless customers instruct us 
to the contrary ’ are permitted to pass 
at the halfpenny rate; and, seeing that 
the words, ‘To follow,” on an invoice 
under the head of “conveyance” are 
surcharged, whilst the words “ To follow 
by Sutton, or to follow by Pickford,” 
are permitted at the halfpenny rate, 
whether he will give directions to the 
postal authorities to discontinue the 
practice, which causes delay, of opening 
the postal packets of this firm in trans- 
mission, especially when posted in their 
private letter box. 


(dnswer.) The Postmaster General is 
aware of the circumstances of the case 
of Messrs. May, Roberts & Co., and 
holds that the invoices referred to were 
corre ‘tly sureharged on a proper con- 
struction of the Treasury warrant. As 
regards the latter part of the question, 
it is necessary to examine packets passing 
through the post at the halfpenny rate 
of postage in order to check any intringe- 
ment of the regulations, and the Post- 
master General sees no reason for exempt- 
ing the firm in question from the opera- 
tion of a regulation which applies to 
everyone else.—(Jost Ujfice.) 











687 Questions. 


Sea-Pishing in Orkney Waters. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if he can state when the 
regulations will be issued under which 
the right of the public to free fair rod 
sea-fishing in Orkney waters will be set 
forth. 


(dnswer.) The whole question of the 
sea-fishing in Orkney waters, so far as 
the Crown is concerned, is under con- 
sideration, and a decision will be come 
to as soon as possible.—(7reasury.) 


Perth Quarter Sessions Licensing 
Court. 

Sirk JOHN KINLOCH (Perthshire, E.): 
To ask the Lord Advocate if his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the proceedings 
at the Quarter Sessions Licensing Court 
held at Perth last month, when the 
Confirmation Licensing Committee was 
elected ; and will he state what steps 
he intends to take in the matter. 


(Answer.) 1 have no authority or juris- 
diction over the proceedings in Quarter 
Sessions. The remedy for illegality, if 
any exists, is at law.—(Scottish Office.) 


Coronation—Scottish Local Authorities 
—Special Grants to Outdoor Poor. 

Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs): To ask the Lord Advocate 
whether his attention has been called to 
a recent resolution of the magistrates of 
Hawick on the subject of a special grant 
during Coronation week to the outdoor 
poor in Seotland ; and whether, in view 
of the doubts as to the powers of Parish 
Councils on this subject, any cireular or 
other intimation could be promptly issued 
by the Local Government Board for 
Scotland, so that, while extra allowances 
are to be made to the inmates of poor- 
houses, some additional grant may also 
be sanctioned for the outdoor poor of 
Scotland during the week of the Corona- 
tion celebrations. 


(Ansiver.) With reference to the point 
raised by the hon. Member, I have sub- 
stantially nothing to add to the general 
reply | gave to the hon. Member for 
Clackmannan on the 17th April.+ [am 
informed by the Local Government 
Board that they answer all inquiries 





t See (4) Debates evi., 543. 
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made to them on the subject by local 
authorities to that effect, and it is not 
possible for them to issue a circular 
authorising what would really be illegal 
payments.—(Scottish Office.) 


Colombian Republic—Claim of 
Mr. Lidstone. 

Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) ; 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether any progress 
has been made in connection with the 
claim of Mr. Solomon T. Lidstone against 
the Colombian Government. 


(Answer.) A Report on the case has 
been received from Mr. Welby, His 
Majesty’s Minister at Bogota, the sub- 
stance of which has been communicated 
to the hon. Member in a__ letter 
from the Foreign Office of 15th June. 
Mr. Welby has brought the facts to 
the notice of the Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, and hopes to be able to obtain 
some small gratuity for Mr. Lidstone 
from the Colombian Government; but 
the Report proves, as was  antici- 
pated, that the circumstances do not 
warrant any claim for compensation as a 


matter of right. —(Foreign Office.) 


Bedlows Charity—Dismissal of Head- 
mistress of Toft School. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, E.R. 
Elland): To ask the Vice President. ot 
the Committee of Council on Education, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the dismissal of the headmistress of the 
Public Elementary School at Toft, in 
Cambridgeshire, by the Board ot 
managers ; whether he is aware that the 
Parish Council has protested against this 
dismissal: that the schoolmistress has 
consented to continue to teach, without 
any salary, the children of parents who 
wish for her instruction; and, seeing 
that she is now teaching half the 
children of the parish in the village 
chapel, whether he can take any steps 
by which this teacher may be restored 
to the position which she held for eight 
years, or the school which she is now 
conducting may be made eligible for the 
Parliamentary grant. 


(Ansuvr.) The headmistress of the 
Toft School was dismissed, after three 
months notice, on the 20th May, 1901. 
The managers of the school are the 
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trustees of Bedlow’s Charity. She has | 
since conducted a school in the village in 
the Primitive Methodist Chapel, but the 
Board of Education are not aware 
whether with or without salary. There 
is no Parish Council, and no protest 
against the dismissal has reached the 
Board of Education. But the Board of 
Education received on 27th April, 1902, 
an application from the chairman of the 
parish meeting of Toft and others, for an 
inquiry into the management of the 
charity, with a view to a fresh scheme 
providing for some representation of the 
parishioners. This application is now 
under the consideration of the Board of 
Education. The Board of Education 
have no power to require the trustees of 
Bedlow’s Charity to reinstate the head- 
mistress. No application has been made 
tothe Board of Edueation to recognise 
asa public elementary school the school 
which is now being held in the Primitive 
Methodist Cha pel. It could only be so 
recognised if it fulfilled the conditions 
laid down in the Code—(Lourd of 
Education.) 


Coronation—Stands near National 
Gallery—-Precautions against Fire. 

Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton): 
To ask the First Commissioner of Works, 
whether he will state who is responsible 
for the erection of wooden stands for 
Coronation Day in close proximity to 
andin tront of the National Gallery ; 
whether the trustees of the National 
Gallery have been consulted and given 
their sanction to these erections; and, 
seeing that public money has been lately 
expended, or is in course of expenditure, 
lor the purpose of acquiring brick fabrics 
in proximity to the Gallery to prevent 
tisk of fire, whether, with the view of 
preventing risk from fire, he will take 
steps to prohibit those accumulations of 
wood ; and will he state who will be held 
responsible in case of the destruction by 
fire of the works of art in the Gallery. 


(4nswer.) The responsibility for the 
erecticn of these stands rests primarily 
on the Office of Works; but the trustees 
have been kept fully informed of what 
(tollowing the precedent of 1897) has 
been going on, and they have raised no | 
objection. No pains have been spared to | 


As’ | 


secuire the safety of the Gallery. 


{16 JuNE 1902} 
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stated in answer to a Question on 4th 
June, these stands are watched at night 
by police stationed there for the purpose, 
such police at intervals being visited by 
the chief police officer in charge of the 
building. The hose is connected at six 
points, and all is ready for immediate use. 
Hand pumps have also been supplied. I 
arranged a few weeks ago, by the 
courtesy of the County Council, that all 
the stands should be visited by firemen 
periodically, and that Captain Wells 
should advise as to any steps which he 
might consider necessary, having regard 
to the adjacent buildings. His recom- 
mendations will, in all cases, be carried 
out. In the National Gallery, fire 
buckets, hose, and every appliance are 
kept in the utmost readiness,: and the 
staff is onthe alert. I may add that 
similar precautions as to watching and 
as to the provision of hydrants and_ fire 
hose have been taken in regard to all 
stands which have been erected by my 
Department.—(Office of Works.) 


Irish National School Teachers—New 
Grading. 

Mr. M‘KEAN (Monaghan,§): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether the National 
teachers of Ireland who were in the ser- 
vice of the Board before April 1900, have 
been graded in accordance with the new 
Rules ; and if not, will he explain why 
this has not been done. 


(Answer.) As a rule, the teachers in 
the service of the Board of National Edu- 
cation before 1st April 1900, have been 
graded by the fixing of their consolidated 
salary. In many cases, promotion in 
grade will become possible on the award 
next April of the first increment of con- 
tinued good-service salary. —(Lrish Offre.) 


Army—Time-Expired Men. 

Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state what number of men of the 
Army regular forces, whose period of 
service has now expired, will have to be 
brought back at once from South Africa, 
India, and elsewhere, on discharge ; and 
whether any measures are to be taken, 
in addition to those which have already 








691 Questions. 
been taken in India, to retain with the 
Colours any men who would otherwise 
take their discharge. 


(Answer.) It is not possible to give 
accurate figures, and further, I do not 
think it would be expedient to publish 
them. Measures are being taken to re- 
tain men with the Colours in India.— 
(War Office.) 


War Office Abstractor Clerks. 

Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he will 
furnish a reply to the protest, dated 14th 
September 1899, addressed to the War 
Office for consideration of the Treasury, 
by an abstractor clerk against the decision 
of the Treasury, which would bring him 
under the Order in Council of 29th 
November 1898: And, seeing that this 
abstractor clerk has been, notwithstand- 
ing that appeal, compulsorily retired at 
sixty, with less than forty years service, 
on £33, Is. 7d. a year payable for three 
years out of a gratuity of £100 earned by 
temporary service, and surrendered on 
appointment to the established Civil 
Service, will he inquire into this case. 


(.duswer.) The application of Orders in 
Council to abstractors has been fully ex- 
plained to the hon. Member. The case of 
the clerk in question was fully considered 
prior to his retirement.—(/Var Office.) 


Use of Magnalium for Military Purposes. 

Mr. MASSEY-MAINWARING (Fins- 
bury, Central): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War if the Government has any 
official information as to the special 
metal ealled magnalium, of which swords 
for the Austrian cavalry are being made ; 
and, if so, has the Government made any 
tests of it for military purposes. 


(Answer.) Magnalium has been tried 
for scabbards, and also for small arm 
cartridges, but has not been found 
suitable. It would be quite unsuitable 
for sword blades, as it contains alumin- 
ium.—(Wur Office.) 


Commander-in-Chief Salary and 
Allowances. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD (Wool- 

wich): To ask the Secretary of State 

for War whether it is to be understood 
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that all allowances for forage and servants 
to the Commander-in-Chief are included 
in the £5,000 a year salary allotted ip 
the Army Estimates. 


(Answer.) The reply is in the affirma- 
tive. -( War Office.) 


Argentina—Murder of Mr. Barnett. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: To ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether his attention has been 
drawn tothe murder of Mr. Willie Barnett, 
a British subject, at Luviria, in the 
Province of C yrdoba, Argentine Republie, 
on 26th April ; whether he has official 
information showing that the deceased 
was ordered by Grau, the son of the 
local chief of the police, to give up his 
revolver, and was then, without having 
offered the slightest provocation, 
murdered by the said Grau and an 
armed policeman; and if so, whether, 
in the interests of Englishmen in charge 
of estancias in outlying districts of the 
Argentine Republic, steps will be taken 
through His Majesty's Minister at 
Buenos Ayres or otherwise to ensure 
that the murderers shall be brought to 
justice. 


(Answer. No information — with 
reference to this case has reached the 
Foreign Office, but inquiry will be made. 
— (Foreign Office.) 


School Board Evening Schools—Cockerton 
Judgment, etc. 

Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 
To ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education, whether 
evening schools which were affected by 
the decision of the auditor, and which 
received sanction under the Education 
Act, 1901, may be continued during the 
winter of 1902—3, subject to Clause 20, 
sub-section (2), of the Education Bill now 
before Parliament, and whether such 
schools so continued must conform 
except as to management to the 
Regulations for Evening Schools recently 
issued, or to the Minute of the Board 
of Education, 3rd July 1901. Whether 
evening schools conducted by School 
Boards, and unaffected by the auditors 
decision, may be conducted during the 
winter 1902-3, by the School Boards 
which have hitherto controlled them, or 
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whether evening schools except those 
already possessing the licence of the 
local municipal authority are to be 
conducted under the Regulations for 
Evening Schools, to be enforced from 1st 
August 1902 to 3lst July 1903, and, if 
this latter course be adopted by the Board 
of Education, will he state from what 
funds the local contributions referred to 
in paragraph 5 of the Regulations are to 
be obtained. 


(4nswer.) Evening schools sanctioned 
under the Education Act, 1901, may be 
continued during the winter of 1902-3 
under Clause 20 (2) of the Education 
Bill now before Parliament if it becomes 
law. If such schools are to receive 
grants from the Board of Education, they 
must conform to the Regulations for 
1902-3, recently issued, which supersede 
the Regulations issued in 1901. There 
is nothing, which I am aware of, to 
prevent evening schools unaffected by 
the decision in Rk. v. Cockerton being 
earried on by School Boards as heretofore. 
I am directed to add that School Boards 
may rely on the assurance of the 
Government that their members will 
not be involved in any personal financial 
liability in respect of any proper expendi- 
ture in the ensuing school year in con- 
nection with evening schools and pupil 
teacher centres, or with any schools or 
classes that were carried on under The 
Education Act, 1901.—(Board of Edu- 


ation.) 


(2.15.) VUUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 





South Africa—Statistics of Forces now 

in South Africa, 

Mr. GEORGE LAMBERT (Devonshire, 
South Molton): [beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War what is the number of 
tegular soldiers now in South Africa, 
exclusive of men entitled to join the 
Reserve, and whose time has expired ; 
also if he can state the numbers. re- 
spectively in the latter two classes. 


Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
TARE TREASURY (Mr. Austen Cuam- 
BERLALIN, Worcestershire, E.): My right 


hon. friend, who is unavoidably absent, 
does not consider it would be to the 
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public interest to publish the figures in 
question, which, moreover, could only 
be approximately estimated. 


Return of Lincolnshire Volunteers. 

Mr. BATTY LANGLEY (Sheffield, 
Attercliffe): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the Spalding Division of 
Lincolnshire, I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War on what date the 
SS. “Syria,” with the Lincolnshire 
Volunteers on board, is expected to 
arrive at Southampton; and whether, 
if they arrive on 25th June, he will 
make arrangements for them to be dis- 
embarked at once, so that they can 
arrive in Lincolnshire in time for the 
Coronation celebrations on 26th June. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
Mr. Broprick): The SS. “Syria” is 
due, approximately, on June 25th, but the 
exact date cannot be fixed till the ship 
leaves Las Palmas, about the 20th in- 
stant. In event of the vessel arriving 
on the 25th, the Volunteer companies 
on board will be Cespatched so as to 
arrive at their destination during the 
forenoon of the 26th instant. 


Military Censorship. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware of the inconvenience 
and expense caused to British merchants 
having business in South Africa by 
the continued prohibition of the use of 
their private telegraphic codes; and 
whether he can now indicate after what 
lapse of time that prohibition will be 
removed; also, if he can say for how 
long the military censorship on press 
messages and correspondence will con- 
tinue. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
Mr. Broprick): My right hon. friend is 
in Communication with Lord Kitchener 
on this question, but it is not possible at 
present to fix a date when the censorship 
can be relaxed. He hopes that the 
period will not be distant. 


Kimberley a. r- —Death of C. V. 
reer. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen's Co., Ossory) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will state the names 
and professions of the jurors who acted 
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at the inquest on the late Charles Vernon 
Freer, who died from an overdose of 
chloroform administered for the purpose 
of extracting teeth at the General Hos- 
pital, Kimberley, on the 12th April last ; 
and what evidence was produced at the 
inquest other than that of the medical 
men engaged at the fatal operation. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
Mr. Broprick): My right hon. friend 
has no information on the matters re- 
ferred to in the Question. 


Mr. 
Katftirs ! 


DELANY: Was it a jury of 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman has said he has no infor- 
mation. 


Mr. DELANY : Will the hon. Gentle- 
man inquire 2 


Mr. SPEAKER: I have told the hon. 
Member the Question has been answered. 
It is out of order to ask further ques- 
tions on it, 


Disposal of Army Horses used in the War. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will inform the 
House whether he intends to sell or 
return to England the horses and other 
animals used during the recent war ; and, 
if so, will he state the ground upon which 
his action is taken. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
Mr. Broprick): The disposal of the 
horses and other animals is at present 
being carefully considered, and my right 
hon. friend is not in a position, therefore, 
to reply to the Question. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: 


But are not 


horses already being returned by the 


transports | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


must ask for notice of that. 


North-Eastern District Militia Artillery. 

Sik EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he is 
aware that much inconvenience is being 
caused by the uncertainty as to where 
the militia artillery of the North-Eastern he will consider the desirability of at 


land, Berwick) : 
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District is to train when the regiments 
composing it are not at their mobilisation 
stations ; whether an inquiry will be held 
to select the most suitable place for this 
purpose ; and whether the natural ad- 
vantages of Berwick-on-Tweed will he 
inquired into and considered before the 
selection is made. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
Mr. Broprick): There is no intention of 
allotting militia units permanently to 
particular training stations, except when 
they train at their mobilisation station, 
and it is not proposed to make an excep- 
tion in the case of Berwick-on-Tweed. 


Army Contracts and the New Grain 
Duties. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the War Office has issued notice 
to contractors informing them that allow- 
ance will be made in payments for their 
contracts for the duty imposed on corn, 
flour, and other grains, provided contrae- 
tors produce evidence that the duty was 
actually paid ; and whether this condition 
will be insisted upon in view of the fact 
that contractors who had goods in stock, 
in accordance with the usual custom of 
trade, prior to the imposition of the duty 
must replace them with goods upon 
which the duty must be paid. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
Mr. Broprick): The reply is in the 
atlirmative. It is necessary to insist 
upon this condition, as there would be 
otherwise a waste of public money. The 
contractor is not entitled to be paid any- 
thing for duty which he has not himself 
paid. 





Sandhurst College—Breaches of Discipline 
y Cadets. 

COLONEL BROOKFIJELD — (Sussex, 
Rye): | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention has 
been called to the breaches of discipline 
which have lately taken place on the part 
of eadets at the Royal Military College, 
Sandhurst, including a demonstration 
against the Governor of the College; and 
whether, in view of these and similar 
occurrences, and of the recent Report ol 
the Committee on Military Education, 
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once closing the Royal Military College, 
or taking other measures to restore the 
discipline of the cadets. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 


Mr. Broprick): There wasa disturbance, 
but there was no demonstration against 
the Governor. The whole question is 
now being investigated by a Committee 
of general officers under the presidency 
of General Sir Robert Grant. 


Return of the Troops from South Africa 
Hire of Transports. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty if he will 
state What transports he has hired for 
the return of the troops from South 
Africa; what prices he has contracted to 
pay: What intermediaries, if any, he is 
employing to hire transports; and 
whether he will take steps to ensure 
strict economy being exercised in these 
transactions. 


Tne SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-Forsrer, Belfast, 
W.): In addition to the transports 
already in Government service, five fresh 
vessels have been engaged in anticipation 
of future requirements. It has not 
hitherto been considered to the advan- 
tage of the public service to publish the 
rates of hire, and it is considered inex- 
pedient to depart from the practice at 
the present time. No intermediaries are 
being employed by the Admiralty to hire 
transports. Every endeavour has been 
made, and will be made, to secure 
thoroughly suitable vessels on the best 
terms obtainable. 


Coronation Naval Review-- Train 
Accommodation for Members. 


CotonsLh WYNDHAM MURRAY 
(Bath): 1 beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he can now state 
if the arrangement carried out at the 
Diamond Jubilee Naval Review, by which 
a special train for Members left London 
at 9 a.m., and returned immediately after 
the Review, will be repeated at the 
Coronation Review ‘of the Fleet. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No such 
arrangement as that referred to by the 
hon. and gallant Member was made in 
1897 by the Board of Admiralty. The 
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Board has on the present occasion under- 
taken the responsibility of arranging a 
service of trains in connection with all 
the ships chartered by them for the 
conveyance of visitors. I presume that 
any arrangements for a special train 
such as that to which the hon. and 
gallant Member refers were made by the 
ofticers of the House tor the convenience 
of hon. Members. 


Coronation Naval Review—Coloniai 

isitors. 

Mr. GEORGE FABER (York): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the Colonial visitors who are to 
witness the Coronation Naval Review 
from on board the ** Teutonic” will also 
be allowed the opportunity of witnessing 
the illuminations of the Fleet on the night 
of the review from that vessel. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I regret 
that | am not yet in a position to give a 
definite reply to the hon. Member’s ques- 
tion, as final arrangements have not 
been made. The Admiralty is doing all 
that is possible to meet the wishes of 
Colonial visitors ia this as in other 
respects. I must remind the hon. Mem- 
ber that in view of the very large number 
of ships which will be present at Spit- 
head, and of the number of visitors, it is 
difficult to make arrangements involving 
the landing of large num bers of passengers 
late at night without causing incon- 
venience and discomfort. 


Boiler Committee’s Report. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he will arrange that 
the Boiler Committees Report shall be at 
once printed and distributed to Members 
of Parliament; if not, will he state the 
objections to this being done. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As I in- 
formed the hon. Member for Dundee on 
the 11th inst., the Report of the Boiler 
Committee has not vet been considered 
by the Board of Admiralty. When it 
has been so considered it will be presented 
to Parliament, and I must repeat that 
there will be no unnecessary delay in 
effecting the presentation. 
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Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: What are 
the objections of the Admiralty to print- 
ing it now, sothat we may have it at 
once ¢ 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: We are 
pursuing the usual course. It is neces- 
sary that the Admiralty should have an 
opportunity of perusing the Report before 
it is presented. There will be no delay. 


Fad-el-Allah. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
K.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether the district into 
which Fad-el-Allah committed a raid was 
within the French sphere of influence ; 
will he say how long a time had elapsed 
between the above-mentioned raid and 
the French attack on Fad-el-Allah in 
British territory; how far within the 
British boundary the collision took place : 
and whether representations have been 
made to the French Government as to 
the violation of British territory. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAmpertatn, Bir- 
mingham, W.): The raid extended to 
Kousseri, on the German side of the 
boundary between the French and 
German spheres of influence. It took 
place towards the end of July, and the 
fight in which Fad-el-Allah was mortally 
wounded occurred on the 23rd of August. 
Guhbja, where the collison took place, is 
about 120 miles within the British 
boundary. No representations have been 
made to the French Government on the 
subject, but steps were taken to occupy 
Bornu. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Is it 
intended to make representations to the 
French Government in regard to this 
invasion of British territory ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It must be 
remembered that when our sphere of 
influence was established in this part of 
Africa we came under what is at all 
events a moral obligation to protect the 
surrounding countries from any dis- 


turbance arising in our territory. At 
the time that this incident took place we 
had no military occupation whatever of 
the country, and in those circumstances, 
although it may be said that the French 
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commander went rather far in pursuing 
Fad-el-Allah into British territory, I do 
not know whether it is necessary—at 
present, at all events, it has not been 
thought necessary—to make any repre- 
sentations to a friendly country. 


British Shipowners and the Workmen's 
Compensation Act. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): On behalf of the hon. Member 
for the Scotland Division of Liverpool 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether in view of the fact 
that the transfer of British shipping to 
Foreign flags trading to British ports 
will place the owners of such ships out- 
side the provisions of the Workmen's 
Compensation Act, he will give facilities 
for the Private Bill, suggested by him to 
the deputation from the Parliamentary 
Committee of the Trades Union Congress 
in February last, to remedy this state of 
affairs. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The Bill is one the principle of 
which I should personally approve, but 
| hardly think that anything which has 
lately happened renders it more urgent 
than before. The question of facilities is 
one for my right hon. friend the First 
Lord of the Treasury. 


Female Factory Inspectors. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he will grant a Return of 
the number of visits paid by the iemale 
factory inspector to workshops, mills, 
and factories in Ireland for the year 
1901 ; the time spent on such inspection ; 
the districts visited ; and the names of 
the inspectors ; and if he will say what 
is the purport of the reports he has re- 
ceived as to the efficiency of the periodic 
visits paid by officers stationed in this 
country ; and if he is aware that the 
female workers of Belfast have ealled for 
the appointment of a female resident 
inspector. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rircuie, 
Croydon): No, Sir. I do not see my 
way to give such a Return. If given for 
one year and for one part only of the 
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country it would be very misleading ; 
while. if given for a series of years, it 
would involve so much work as seriously 
to interfere with the proper duties of the 
lady inspectors. I am well aware that 
applications for a resident lady inspector 
have been received from Belfast and from 
various other industrial centres, but | am 
satistied that the present organisation of 
the lady inspectors department by which 
their services are available at any time 
in the part of the country where they 
are most required is the best. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman give any facilities for 
finding out what visits are paid by these 


ladies ? 
*Mr. RITCHIE: I have said they are 


paid as required in all parts of the 
country. The female inspectors are not 
allocated toany particular district. They 
go Wherever it is thought desirable they 
should go. 


Fochriw Pit Explosion. 

Me. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydfil): 1 beg to ask the Secretary ot 
State for the Home Department it his 
attention has been called to the nature 
of the evidence given at the coroner’s 
inquest into the death of eight men who 
were killed by the explosion of an ac- 
cumulation of gas in Fochriw Pit on the 
4th instant; whether he is aware that 
the pit was worked at one time by safety 
lanps and at another time by naked 
lights, and that at the time of the 
accident there was no overman in charge 
of the pit; and, in view of the fact that 
the Chief Inspector of Mines for the dis- 
trict stated, that the n.en should have 
been withdrawn as soon as the fall in the 
main drift was found, and condemned 
the ype of lock on the lamps, whether 
he will institute further inquiry into the 
cause of the accident. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have received from 
the inspector a brief provisional report 
on this accident from which it appears 
that the facts are as stated in the ques- 
tion. An overman was in the pit at the 
time of the accident though not in 
charge of the district where the explo- 
sion occurred. There seems to be no 
need for further inquiry as to the cavse 
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of the accident; but I will call for a full 
report from the inspector as to what 
steps should be taken in view of the 
dangerous practices alluded to. 


Fatal Fire in the City. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he has yet 
ascertained the grounds upon which the 
General Electric Company had not 
registered their premises in Queen 
Victoria Street as a workshop; and 
whether he can state what action he pro- 
poses to take in the matter. 


*Mr. RITCHIE; The company did not 
register the premises as a workshop 
because they considered that they were a 
warehouse only and nota workshop. There 
Was One process carried on in part of the 
premises, viz., the putting together of the 
parts of an electric lamp holder, but I am 
advised that that cannot be regarded as 
a manufacturing process constituting the 
premises a workshop. In any case this 
question does not affect the duties of the 
company as regards means of escape from 
fire, and therefore I do not propose to 
take any steps in the matter. 


Mr. TENNANT: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman satisticd himself that this 
process of putting together the parts of 
an electric lamp is not adapting the 
article for sale ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The matter has heen 
carefully considered by the Home Office, 
and we have come to the conclusion that 
it was not a manufacturing process. [| 
regret it, but I am afraid it is so. 


Government Grant for Pupil Teachers. 
Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he is aware that certain School 
Boards conducting centre classes for ihe 
benefit of pupil teachers in Board and 
Voluntary schools are now under the 
apprenhension that they may be sur- 
charged any sums spent upon such 
centres; whether the Inspector of the 
Board of Education has power to with- 
hold the Government Grant if the pupil 
teachers he not satisfactorily instructed ; 
and, seeing that by the agreement with 
the securities of pupil teachers the School 
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Board is bound to make a satisfactory 
provision for their education and training, 
whether he can give an assurance that, 
pending the constitution of new author- 
ities endowed with sufficient power to 
carry out this work, the pupil teacher 
centres may be continued without risk 
of the members of School Boards being 
involved in personal financial liability. 


THe VICE PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): I stated in reply toa similar 
question on June 5th, that under the 
Education Act, 1901, pupil teacher 
centres, if now sanctioned by the local 
authority, can be carried on at the expense 
of the school fund until July 31st, 1902, 
and a until the appointed 
day by Clause 20 (2) of the Bill now 
before Parliament should it become law. 
The Board of Education can withhold the 
pupil teacher grant from any managers 
who do not afford proper ins struction to 
their pupil teachers. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY: Then may the 
School Board make application to the 
County Council for authority ? 


Sin J. GORST: That is entirely a 
matter for the School Board itself. 


Coronation—Stands near National 
Gallery—Precautions Against Fire. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON, Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works whether he can 
assure the House that all possible steps 
have been taken to provide against risk 
from fire to the collection of pictures in 
the National Gallery from the wooden 
stands being erected in its immediate 
neighbourhood. 


COMMISSIONER or 
Akers Dovatas, Kent, 
I am assured all possible 
ste »ps have been taken. For particulars | 
beg to refer the hon. Member to the 
answer which I gave on the same subject 
to my hon. friend the Member for the 
Bewdley Division on the 4th instant, and 
toa lengthy answer to the hon. Member 
for the Luton Division which will appear 
with the Papers tomorrow morning, 7 


Tue FIRST 
egy (Mr. 
Augustine) : 


+ See preceding volume, p. 1400 ; and present 


volume, p. 689. 
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Ballycarbery Bar. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the resolution 
adopted by the Kerry County Council 
on 16th May urging the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board to undertake the erection of 
a buoy or perch in the bar at Ballycar- 
bery in the Caherciveen river; and 
whether this work will be carried out by 
the Congested Districts Board without 
delay. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Dover): The 
Board has offered to contribute one-half 
the cost of the erection of the buoy, 
provided the work be undertaken by 
the County Council, which, in the 
absence of a properly constituted Har- 
bour Board, is the local authority. 


Cookstown Peace Celebrations. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if it has come to 
his knowledge that flags were hung out, 
on a recent oceasion, from three licensed 
premises in Cookstown; and whether, 
in view of the provisions of the licensing 
laws affecting such a display, he will 
state what steps will be taken to prevent 
its recurrence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Flags were dis- 
played from licensed premises in celebra- 
tion of peace ensuing after a prolonged 
war, that is to say, on an occasion of 
national rejoicing = all but world-wide 
satisfaction. The Crown does not  pro- 
pose to take action in the direction sug- 
gested. 


Irish Resident Magistrates—Millstreet 
Court. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 


Mid.): [ 
to the 


can state what are the judicial qualifica- 
tions of the resident magistrates who 
presided over the Court held under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Irelind) 
Act, which tried Messrs. Rahilly and 
Fitzpatrick at Millstreet, on the 19th of 
May; will he state the nature of the 
charge on which these men were sen- 
tenced to terms of imprisonment with 
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hard labour; and can he give any 
instances of persons being prosecuted 
under the Act mentioned in connection 
with political resolutions adopted by 
public bodies. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The magistrates 
have been certified by the Lord Lieuten- 
ant to be legally qualified within the 
meaning of the 11th section of the Act. 
One of them is a barrister and has been 
aresident magistrate for fourteen years. 
The other has been a resident magistrate 
for twenty-one years. The defendants 
were convicted on the charge of taking 
part in a criminal conspiracy to boycott 
the occupants of evicted farms. The 
convictions were confirmed on appeal. 
The County Court Judge is reported to 
have said that if the sentence on Rahilly 
had been heavier he would not have 
altered it. I cannot accept the sugges- 
tion, if such there be, that these proceed- 
ings were undertaken because the 
illegality was embodied in a_ resolution 
passed by a public body. I am unaware 
of any other example of so scandalous a 
proceeding. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., Mid.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
one of these magistrates was for many 
years a land agent ? 


*Mr. FLYNN: Are these magistrates 
in the habit of attending these petty 
sessions? If not, by what method were 
they selected ? 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the case against 
Fitzpatrick was based on a resolution 
adopted by a publie Board ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The fact that the 
illegality was endorsed by a_ resolution 
passed by a public Board does not make 
it any the less reprehensible. 


Dromandoora National School Teacher. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I heg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of [reland whether, 
seeing that the Commissioners, by one of 
their Rules, promised that no teacher 
should suffer financially by the new Rules, 
he can explain why there should he such 
adifference as £17 10s. 1d. between the 
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consolidated salary and the salary earned 
for the year ended 31st March, 1900, by 
the principal teacher of the Dromandoora 
National School, county Clare. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioners 
promised, with the concurrence of the 
Treasury, that each teacher should re- 
ceive at least the average of his earnings 
during the three years ended the 31st 
March, 1900. This average was allowed 
to the principal teacher of the school 
referred to. 


Irish Public Appointments. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that nearly 80 per cent. of the 
public offices, stipendiary and honorary, 
within the gift of the Government in 
Ireland are held by Episcopalians, who 
constitute only 13 per cent. of the popu- 
lation, to the exclusion of Roman Catholics 
and Presbyterians ; and whether he will 
assent to the preparation of a detailed 
Parliamentary Return showing the pre- 
cise number of appointments held by 
Roman Catholics, Presbyterians, and 
Episcopalians, and members of other 
denominations respectively. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Government, 
as I have already stated, has no official 
cognisance of the religious denominations 
applicable to persons occupying official 
positions in Ireland, excepting in respect 
of resident magistrates, police officers, 
and the Commissioners of National and 
Intermediate Education. The figures in 
these cases would seem to suggest that 
the hon. Member has arrived at an 
erroneous result. The Question is specu- 
lative, and cannot be officially determined. 
I am, therefore, unable to give the Return 


asked for. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman give a Return so far as 
the public bodies are concerned ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the Return with 
regard to the police and justices of the 
peace would he brought up to date. As 
to other appointments, he had no infor- 
mation, and he did net propose to start 
an inquisition. 
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Congested Areas in Ireland. 
Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.): On behalf 
of the hon. Member for North Leitrim, 
who has once again been arrested under 
the Coercion Act, I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware of the overlapp- 
ing and confusion that exist in Ireland in 


respect to congested areas, where County | 


Councils levy a rate under the Agricul- 
ture and Technical Education Act, -and 
where the proceeds of such rate, if applied 
in the congested areas, cannot be supple- 
mented by proportionate contributions 
from the Department ; and, whether, in 
view of the fact that the councils of 
counties, portions of which are congested, 
have shown themselves ready to raise 
contributions under the Agriculture and 
Technical Education Act, he will take 
steps to amend the existing law so that 
the Department, the Congested Districts 
Board, and the County Councils may be 
enabled to work together. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Legislation has 
been undertaken this session to remedy 
the anomaly pointed out. The Bill now 
awaits the Royal assent. An arrange- 
ment has also been made by the Depart- 
ment with the Congested Districts Board 
providing for a joint contribution towards 
the cost of approved live-stock schemes 
in districts which are partly scheduled as 
congested, 

Mr. ODOWD: If the suggested ar- 
rangement is carried out, will it be made 
retrospective and apply to districts which 


have already paid contributions ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 


point. 


I will consider that 


Rathcormac Magistracy. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
Co., N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state on how many 
occasions since the Ist January, the 
ordinary fortnightly Petty Sessions Court 
in Rathcormac has had to be postponed 
in consequence of the absence of magis- 
trates; and, having regard to the public 
inconvenience caused thereby, he would 
consider the desirability of recommending 
the appointment of additional magistrates 
for the district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 
only, the 27th May. 


On one occasion 


{COMMONS} 


The Lieutenant of | 
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the County will be happy to consider any 
recommendations made to him in favour 
of the appointment of additional magi- 
strates in this district. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s Co., Birr): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Lord Lieutenant is as unapproachable as 
the Shah of Persia ? 


Charge against William Cassey of 
Lyreen Kilworth. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Mr. William Cassey, of Lyreen Kil- 
worth, County Cork, was returned for 
trial to Quarter Sessions in March, 190], 
for alleged housebreaking, on the evidence 
of Serge ant Molloy and Constable Devey, 
Royal “Trish Constabulary ; that a police 
inquiry into the matter was held prior to 
the Quarter Sessions, and, as a result, a 
nolle prosequi was entered by the Crown; 
and, seeing that the evidence at this 
inquiry showed that the police witnesses 
against Cassey made up this charge, will 
he explain why they are still retained in 
the Constabulary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The prosecution 
was not proceeded with simply because 
the evidence, which consisted of the 
identity of footprints alone, was, in the 
opinion of the Attorney-General, insutti- 
cient to put the accused on his trial. 
The only inquiry held satisfied the officers 
of the force who held it that the conduet 
of the sergeant and constable was perfectly 
hona fide and proper in all respects. A 
charge was not made up against Cassey, 
nor was a nolle prosequi entered for the 
reasons stated in the question. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman had an opportunity 
of reading the report of the County 
Inspector 4 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, I have 


gone 


very closely into the matter, and | am 
satisfied that the answer I have given is 
correct. 


Crimes Act, Prisoner at Clonmel. 
Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Mr. Corr, a prisoner in Clonmel 
Gaol, sentenced under the Criminal Law 
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and Procedure Act, applied on 16th May 
to the medical officer for an hour’s addi- 
tional exercise on the ground of ill-health 
caused by continued confinement in his 
cell, and that the medical ofticer refused 
the application on the ground that Mr. 
Corr was a bail prisoner and could leave 
the prison whenever he liked. And, see- 
ing that the governor told the doctor 
that Mr. Corr could not leave as he had 
to serve a term of five months with 
hard labour, running concurrently with 
the bail sentence, will he say whether it 
is in accordance with the prison rules 
that the medical officers of prisons should 
decline, on the ground stated, to consider 
what medical treatment may be necessi- 
tate by the state of health of prisoners 
under their charge. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Question is 
hased on a misapprehension of the facts. 
The prisoner was committed on the 
20th of March under a warrant, which 
imposed, on separate charges, three con- 
current terms of imprisonment of one 
month with hard labour, and, at the 
expiration of the month, a further term 
of three months without hard labour, in 
default of providing bail. That warrant 
will run out on the 19th July, and 
Corr continues to be treated under it 
as a bail prisoner, notwithstanding that 
on the 15th April he was sentenced under 
a second warrant to three months with 
hard labour, concurrent with the sentences 
in the first warrant. He will have 
widergone, therefore, when discharged, 
oily one month’s imprisonment with 
hard labour. The medical officer is em- 
powered to recommend an increase of 
exercise toa prisoner if satisfied on medical 
grounds that such is necessary. He was 
not so satisfied when Corr made the 
application, and the fact that he was a 
bail prisoner could not possibly influence 
his decision in this respect. As a matter 
of fact, Corr has walked about six miles 
daily during his hours of exercise. 


Mr. DILLON: Is it not the fact that 
the medical officer declined to consider 
Mr. Corr’s application on the ground that 
he was a bail prisoner ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I have stated that 
the medical officer was unable to extend 
the period of exercise on medical grounds. 

Mr. CONDON: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman inquired of the governor of 
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| the prison, in whose presence Mr. Corr 
was told that his application for extra 
exercise was refused because he was a 
| bail prisoner. I am a visiting Justice 
|of the gaol, and the man told me so 
himself. 


Questions, 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. CONDON: That point was em- 
bodied in my Question. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The Question jhas 
been answered. 


Mr. CONDON: No, Sir, that portion 
of my Question was not answered. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The 
been answered, and the 
must give notice of any 
tion. [Cries of ** Order.”’] 


(Question has 
hon. Member 
further (Ques- 


Mr. CONDON: I am addressing Mr. 
Speaker and not you. The Question 
I am now putting to the Chief Secre- 
tary was embodied in the Question I put 
on the Paper, but was cut out by the 
clerk at the table without acquainting 
me with the fact. It is absolutely true. 


Mr. SPEAKER: As I have said, the 
(Juestion on the Paper has been answered. 
That is all I can deal with. If the hon. 
Gentleman objects to what was done at 
the table, he should consult me. 


Mr. CONDON: TI shall put the 
(Juestion down again, and see if you rule 
it out of order. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Are the 
clerks at the table empowered to mutilate 
Questions without notification to the 
Member ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: I have answered 
that question very often. It is the duty 
of the clerks to see that the Question is 
in order, and, if itis not, to communicate 
with the Member if possible. I think 
they do their very best to do that. 


Mr. REDDY: Is it right that the 
clerks at the table— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
question cannot be debated. 


2B 


The 
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Cork Land Commission of Appeals. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
the Land Commission has fixed a sitting 
to hear appeals on &th July in the city 
of Cork; and whether, in view of the 
fact that the greater number of the 
appeals listed are from the Unions of 
Bantry, Skibbereen, and Castletown 
Berehaven, and that the latter town is 
90 miles from the city of Cork, in view 
of the difficulties for some of the tenants 
for prosecuting their appeals at Cork, 
he will take steps to suggest to the Land 
Commission to hold their court at 
Bantry. 


Questions. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
Does the right hon. Gentleman think it 
reasonable that the tenant should be 
dragged eighty or ninety miles to Cork 
when there is suitable court house and 
hotel accommodation at Skibbereen and 
Bantry ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think my answer 
will deal with that point. Only one- 
fifth of the number of appeals listed for 
hearing at this sitting of the Land Com- 
mission proceed from the Unions men- 
tioned. The selection of the venue in 
such eases rests with the Commissioners, 
who endeavour to consult, as far as 
possible, the convenience of all parties. 
The Commissioners report that it would 
not be possible, in view of their other 
engagements, to hold a sitting at Bantry. 
3ut in order to detain in Cork the 
tenants coming from these Unions, the 
shortest time possible, their cases have 
been placed first on the list. 


Redemption of Crown and Quit Rents in 
Ireland. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chaneellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that a sum of over £75.000 has 
been received by the Treasury during 
the period of the past five years for the 
redemption and purchase of quit and 
Crown rents in Ireland: whether he can 
in what manner this sum been 
invested ; and what portion, if any, has 
been invested in Irish funds or applied to 
[rish purposes. 


has 


say 
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THe CHANCELLOR of tHe EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): As stated in the Return recently 
granted, the sum referred to, which has 
been received, not by the Treasury, but 
by the Commissioners of Woods, has 
been merged in the General Capital of 
the Land Revenues of the Crown under 
the management of those Commissioners 
and invested in Great Britain. No 
portion has been hitherto invested in 
Irish funds, but the Commissioners 
expect to be able to make some invest- 
ments in Ireland in the future. 


Mr. FLYNN: As this money is raised 
in Lreland, is it not right that it should 
be invested there ! 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have said 
that the Commissioners hope to make 
some investments in Ireland. 


CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork Co., E.): 
Has any portion of this fund been used 
for the purpose of subsidising civil action 
in Ireland against members of the 
United Irish League ? 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The fund is 
not under the control of the irish 
Executive at all. Jt is administered by 
the Commissioners of Woods and 
Forests. 


Captain DONELAN : Then what fund 
has been used for that purpose ! 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I 


nothing about that. 


know 


Limerick and Kerry Mail Service. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 


beg to ask 


master General, whether he is aware 
that owing to the change in the mail 
service on the Limerick and Kerry 


line since the Ist instant, the English 
mails and the Dublin daily papers, 
formerly due to arrive at Rathkeale at 
11.4 o’elock, a.m., do not now arrive till 
2.47 o'clock, p.m. ; whether he is aware 
that the towns of Neweastle West. 
Abbeyfeale, and Listowel on this line of 
route are placed at a similar disadvantage. 
and that it is impossible to reply to 
letters arrived by the day mail on the 
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same afternoon, the despatch day mail 
leaving at 2.30 o'clock, p.m.; and 
whether, considering the disadvantages 
which these towns now suffer, he will 
enter into negotiations with the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
with a view toa settlement of the matter 
in dispute between them. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The effect of the recent alterations 
in the arrangements for serving towns 
on the Limerick and Kerry line is 
correctly described by the hon. Mem- 
ber. The actual times of arrival and 
dspitch of the mails are shewn in 
the Statement which was sent to him 
about a month ago. The Post-master 
General would have been glad if he 
could have prevented the inconvenience 
to which attention is called; but the 
reply given by the railway company to 
his last offer for the maintenance of the 
former day mail service was such as to 
give him no hope that they would now 
weeept any terms which he would be 
justified in agreeing to. It may, however, 
e taken that the offer to the company 
inregard to the day inail train is still 
pen. 


Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY : What was 


‘ : 
+ ~9 
he offer 


Me. AUSTIN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


must ask for notice of that. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the hon. Gentleman 
ware that the Limerick County Court 
Judge had to travel by coach the other 
day because of this alteration ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Limerick and Tralee Mail Service. 
Me. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
sk the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General. 
whether he can state whether the rate 
per mile that the Post Otfice Depart- 
ment was paying the Great Southern 
id Western Railway Company, as suc- 
cesors to the Waterford and Limerick 
Railway Company, for the carriage of 
the mails on the line between Limerick 
nl Tralee, up to and ending the Ist 
instant, is the same as the rate per mile 
the Department is paying the same 


‘company for the carriage of the mails 


on the line between Dublin and Cork 
and Limerick ; and. if not, will he ex- 
plain the cause of the difference, and 
state the rate paid in each case 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
payments made to railway companies 
tor the mail service are not calculated 
on a mileage basis ; and a comparison 
such as that which the hon. Member 
suggests would not afford any reliable 
information on the subject. In any case 
it would be impossible to make such a 
comparison in the present instance, as 
no specific part of the payment made 
to the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company is assigned to the 
service between Dublin, Cork, and 
Limerick. 


Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: How much 
per mile do the Post Office pay the 
railway company ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


They are not paid by the mile at all. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): On what basis is the payment 
made then? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
is calculated, as far as possible, on the 
amount carried. 


Coronation—Adjournment of the House. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
[ beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he intends to move 
an Address to the Throne in connection 
with the Coronation; and, if so, when; 
and whether he can say when the 
Motion for the Adjournment for the 
Coronation will be moved, and for how 
long a period the Adjournment will last. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BAtrour, Man- 
chester, E.): The answer to the first 
part of the Question is in the negative. 
As regards the second part ot the 
(Juestion, | propose to move the Ad 
journment of the House at the evening 
sitting on Tuesday, June 24th, the Ad- 
journment to take etfect from the even- 
ing sitting on Wednesday, inclusive— 
that is to say, if this plan is carried out, 


2B2Z 
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we should not sit on Wednesday evening, 
and the Adjournment, beginning at the 
evening sitting on Wednesday, would 
last to the following Tuesday, inclusive. 


Education Bill—Financial Scheme. 

Mr. GEORGE LAMBERT: I beg toask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can state the intentions of the Govern- 
ment with regard to imposing upon the 
local rates the whole cost of administer- 
ing the Education Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not in 
a position to answer the hon. Gentle- 
man’s Question, and I fear I shall hardly 
be in a position to answer it tomorrow 
before taking the Education Bill. I am 
sorry that this should be so, for I am 
aware that I led the House confidently 
to expect, as | had myself confidently 
expected, that I should be in a position 
to make a statement before the dis- 
cussion on the Bill was resumed. Al- 
though I have been disappointed in this, 
I hope it will not cause any incon- 
venience, because Clause 1 is not 
affected one way or the other by any 
proposal that we may have to make 
with regard to the financial aspect of 
the question. 


Mr. GEORGE LAMBERT: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
will state the effect of the Education Bill 
upon endowments now applied to ele- 
mentary education ; if these endowments 


will be diverted; and, if so, to what 
purpose. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the 


hon. Gentleman will take the general 
answer | gave on Thursday?+, as dealing 
with this particular question. I am 
afraid it would not be convenient to go 
into details. 


Mr. GEORGE LAMBERT: May I 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
I asked the same Question a fortnight 
ago. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We will 
answer it when we reach that part of 
the Bill on which the Question can be 
properly dealt with. 


ft See Page 515. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


Mr. GEORGE LAMBERT: How can 
the Question be debated if the Committee 
has not the information beforehand ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It isan entirely 
new and not a convenient practice to 
deal with the details of a Bill by Question 
and answer. If we have any proposal to 
make to the House we will put it on 
paper. 


Mr. GEORGE LAMBERT: My Ques- 
tion does not deal with the proposals of 
the Government, but the intentions of 
the Bill. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
assuming that local education authorities 
become responsible for the maintenance 
of voluntary schools under the provisions 
of the Education Bill now before Parlia- 
ment, the grants of the Board of Eduea- 
tion which accrue before the date on 
which such responsibility is undertaken 
will be paid to the managers of the 
schools in full, or whether such portion 
only of the grants will be paid as is 
necessary to discharge 
liabilities on the current account of the 
school at that date. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I 
answered this Question on May &, when 
I said the local education authority would 
not be liable for any expenditure in- 
curred previous to the date ot their  be- 
coming responsible for the maintenance 
of the school. The grants from the 
Board of Education which accrued 
subsequent to that date would be paid to 
the Local Edueation Authority. Those 
which had aceruedto that date would he 
paid to the managers. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY: The right 
hon. Gentleman has missed the point ot 
the Question. It is whether the grant 
will be paid in full, or only to the ex- 
tent necessary to discharge outstanding 
liabilities. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
can add nothing to my answer. li I 
have misapprehended the purport of the 
Question, perhaps the hon. Member will 

| communicate with me. 
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“17 Finance 


Report on Military Education. 

*COLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
give facilities for the discussion of the 
Report of the Committee on Military 
Education on Vote 11 of the Army 
Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lam, of course, 
ready to fall into the wishes of the House 
in this matter; and I am awaré that a 
great deal of interest has been very 
niturally excited by the Report on 
Military Education. But I do not know 
that anything would be gained by a 
Parliamentary discussion on the point. 
The House is aware that the Committee 
has not reported at the instance of the 
House of Commons, but at the instance 
of the Secretary of State for War, and 
that it was presided over by a member of 
the Government. Probably the House 
will have more material for discussion 
when they see What action the Govern- 
ment are going to take on the Report of 
the Committee, which was their own 
proposal. 

LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) 

AMENDMENT BILL [Lorps. } 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 234. ] 

FINANCE BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


SCHEDULE |: 


Amendment again proposed 


“In page 5, line 9, to leave out the word 
Maize.” —(2F 7, Flynn.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
word * Maize’ stand part of the Schedule.” 


(2.50.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.) 
declared that the duty on maize was a 
tax not only on the food of the poor 
people of Ireland, but also on an im- 
portant industry of the tenant farmers 
ot the country. He had taken the 
trouble to get out some figures in regard 
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to the matter, and they showed that the 
burden would fall even more heavily on 
Ireland than was at first supposed. 
Ninety thousand tons of this grain were 
imported into Cork, and this at 5s. per 
ton represented £22,500, a burden which 
fell heavily on the poor population on the 
Western seaboard, as well as upon those 
who were engaged in the pig-feeding 
industry. He found, too, that approxi- 


mately the importation into Ireland 
was about 750,000 tons, which at 
5s. per ton represented nearly 
£190,000. Surely such a_ tax on 


Ireland, which was admittedly already 
overburdened, was excessive and un- 
fair. The duty on maize represented 
5°5 per cent. as against 3°5 per cent. on 
corn generally, and again this was a tax 
on the food of the poorest of the poor in 
Ireland, which in times of the greatest 
scarcity would be felt with the utmost 
severity. He regretted to say that the 
present gloomy ungenial wet weather 
was calculated to have most disastrous 
effects on the agricultural prospects of 
the country, and yet the taxation of the 
wealthiest country in the Empire was to 
fall on the very poor people. This was 
no light matter, and he hoped that before 
the debate closed the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would find some means of 
getting rid of so odious a tax. 


*Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL 


(Armagh, 


S.) hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would see his way to agree to the 


remission of this tax. He was concerned 
for the right hon. Gentleman's own 
reputation. Last year, when defending 
his coal duty, he commended it to the 
favourable consideration of the Irish 
representatives on the ground that in 
imposing it he had had special regard 
to the condition of Ireland. But then, 
and since, he had asserted that the coal 
duty would fall, and had fallen only, on 
the foreign purchaser. In the matter of 
coal, therefore, [reland had had reason 
to be peeuliarly grateful to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. He, for one, would 
gladly welcome any manifestations ot 
consideration for Ireland coming from 
the Treasury Bench, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman really desired to show 
goodwill towards that country he had 
now an opportunity for so doing. The 
tax was odious in two ways. First of all, 
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it was a war tax. That promising 
young understudy of the Almighty, the 
junior Member for Oldham, once told 
his hearers, when referring to the sugar 
tax, that every time an old woman put 
a knob of sugar in her tea she was firing 
a shot at Kruger. The old women had 
plied their artillery so well that lately the 
Hooligans of London had had another 
big night. No doubt this was highly 
gratifying to hon. Members opposite, 
but the case of Ireland was different, and 
the Irish were having to pay for a war 
which they had always condemned. 
This was also a tax upon a necessity of 
existence in Ireland. He knew not 
how to deal with the topic of Irish 
poverty in a House which recently 
applauded the Colonial Secretary when 
he poured his classic ridicule on 
the Irish Members for their poverty. 
Famine is endemic in Ireland. From the 
rainy nature of the present season there 
was every reason to fear a failure, total or 
partial, of the potato crop. With the 
loss of the potato and the tax on Indian 
meal, what was the poor peasant to do ? 
The right hon. Gentleman had inclined 
his ear to the sweet jargonings of 
Lombard Street. He had had compassion 
on the out-at-elbows millionaire. He had 
dropped an iron tear on the proposed 
extra cheque tax, and blotted it out for 
ever. But the City is near and powerful, 
while Connemara and Kerry were far away 
and weak. Would he listen to the cry of 
the emaciated figures who shivered like 
ghosts upon the hillside! or would he 
regard the rich rather than the poor, and 
let it be said of him that “he hath bent 
his how to cast down the poor”! If the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer refused to 
accept this Amendment, the people of 
Ireland might do worse than tollow the 
example of the people of Boston when 
they flung the tea-chests into their 
harbour. The opponents of the Education 


Bill had threatened to resist the payment \ 
of rates if the measure becomes law. Let | 


the Irish people go and do likewise. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) explained that when, 
on a previous occasion, he expressed 
the hope that on each of the articles 


in the schedule there would be a 
discussion and a division, it was not 
with any obstructive intention, but 


simply because each article had special 
Mr. Johan Compl 1, 
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points of its own, and, in his opirion, the 
one now under discussion had an excep- 
tionally strong case of reconsideration. 
The Opposition objected to the whole 
grain tax because it would materially 
affect those who were least able to bear 
additional taxation, but the case of maize 
was the worst of all. The Secretary to 
the Treasury had contended that they 
could not logically oppose the corn tax, 
unless at the same time they argued in 
favour of removing the taxation from 
other articles of food and comfort of the 
working classes. But there was no 
question of logic in the matter. 
as the present expenditure continued, he 
thought there ought to be a certain 
amount of indirect taxation, but he felt 
with regard to this particular tax that the 
working-class households had been already 
severely hit by the war taxation on 
tobacco, tea and sugar, and this addition 
would, as the last straw, lead in many 
cases to a diminution in the articles of 
consumption, The right hon. Gentleman 
had been somewhat inconsistent in his 
argument, because in replying to a 
deputation representing the horse-dealers 
he had said they could pass the tax on 
to the consumer, while in regard to the 
bakers, he had declared that nothing of 
the sort could be done. In any case, the 
argument would not hold, so far as maize 
was concerned. The Irish peasants 
bought their maize almost entirely in the 
form of flour, so that before it reached 
them not only had the tax been put on, 
but also, in many cases, the additional 
expenses involved by the taxation. More- 
over, as maize was a considerably cheaper 
article than wheat, the amount 
the tax falling on maize was proportion- 
ately much heavier than _ thiat 
upon wheat, so that not only wouid the 
poorest of the poor be hit, but, as was 
usually the ease, they wo Id suffer ior 
their very poverty. It was generally 
recognised tha’, if possible, the taxation 
on articles of .ood, and of raw materials 
should be avoided, but this tax would fall 
upon both. The Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer haddeclaredt hat there was no Protec 
tion or discrimination in connection 
with the tax. If the tax aid not dis- 
crimiaate as between home producer and 
home producer, it certainly did as 
between the home producer and _ the 
producer as feeding 
and that in 


So long 
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foreigner. While he did not desire any 
such differentiation or Protection, if it 
was to be. he would preter to have it in 
favour of the home producer rather than 
the foreigner, especially when the latter 
already had considerable advantages 
over the former in regard to railway 
rates. In a short time the right hon. 
Gentleman would find it hard to resist 
the pressure which would be brought to 
bear upon him to get rid of this dis- 
crimination in favour of the foreigner, 
and the next proposal would be one for 
counter-vailing duties to those who 
used these materials for feeding purposes. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
have a difficulty in resisting that 
demand, both on its merits and on the 
argument, and Protection of every 
different article of trade would certainly 
follow. The tax was originally propo-ed 
on the ground of natural emergency, 
and on that ground it would have been 
dificult to resist. But that argument 
had entirely disappeared ; the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer hadample funds at his 
disposal, and he should therefore support 
his hon. friends below the gangway in 
voting against the inclusion of maize in 
the schedule. 


*(3.15.) THe CHANCELLOR or THE 
EXCHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): I understand the ques- 
tion before the Committee to which 
it is necessary to confine myself is the 
question whether maize should be in- 
cluded in corn that should be taxed 
under the first clause of this bill. 
Now, it will be obvious to anyone who 
observes the large imports of maize, and 
theamount of duty paid by maize, that it 
would be impossible for me to retain the 
corn tax if the Committee agrees with the 
proposal of the hon. Member to exempt 
maize. The total amount estimated to 
he yielded from maize is £600,000 a 
year, not far short of one quarter of the 
total yield of the duty. That is not all, 


{16 JUNE 1902} 


heeause the imports of maize into this | 
country in recent years have been in- | 


increasing out of proportion with the 
other imports of corn, so | think if we im- 
pose duties on. other imports of corn, as 
the Committee have already decided to do, 


and exempt maize, maize, although not | 
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imports. That would affect, of course, 
the yield in duty on other kinds ot 
corn which would be reduced in_pro- 
portion. Now, why is it proposed that 
maize should be exempted! | agree that 
the argument with regard to Ireland is 
most important. It cannot be said that 
the tax with regard to maize is Pro- 
tective because, as everybody knows, 
maize is not produced in this country. 
Therefore, there cannot be any violation 
of any principle of Free Trade in this 
duty. It is suggested that the imports 
of maize will be much diminished by 
the tax, but I do not think that sugges- 
tion can be considered for a moment. 
The imports of maize, curiously enough, 
have not varied in proportion to the rise 
and fall in prices; there has been a 
general inerease for many years with 


but little regard to prices. For in- 
stance, I find in 1896, when maize 
was as much as fourteen pence per 


ewt. cheaper than it was last year the 
imports of maize into this country were 
very nearly the same in amount as they 
were last ‘year. Therefore, it is clear 
that a duty of 3d. a ecwt. would not 
make any difference with regard to the 
amount imported into this country. 
The hon. Member who moved this 
Amendment has referred to the present 
price of maize; undoubtedly prices are 
higher, but that is due mainly to the 
bad harvests in America last year, and I 
observe from the records that the 
average price of maize now is just about 
the same as it was in 1892. Then it 
tell until it reached the lowest point, 
very much less than it is now, in 187, 
and then rose to its present point, giving 
us hope that these variations go in cycles 
of years. We have every reason to hope 
that we are now at the highest point 
and that the price of maize will fall in 
iuture years as indeed it has begun to 
fall already. 

With regard to the present prices, I 
would remind the Committee that the 
total imports from America between 
November and May were than 
one-twelfth of the imports in the 
same period of the previous vear, 
and if it had not been that this deficit 
had been largely made up by Russia and 
other European countries, as will always 


less 


largely favoured, might be sufficiently | happen in cases of bad harvests im one 


favoured to supplant these other corn | particular part of the world, the price of 
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maize would have risen much higher. I 
must remind the Committee it is a 
mistake to consider the article maize in 
the same light as the article wheat. 
Wheat may be fairly called the food of 
the people, maize, generally speaking, is 
certainly not the food of the people. I 
believe more than half the imports of 
maize are used for feeding stock, and 
nearly six-sevenths of the total imports 
were used for feeding stock, distiliing, 
and brewing. In allthese respects, maize 
compares more with barley and oats, and 
if barley and oats are to be taxed, maize 
should be taxed also. Now I come to 
the point that maize is used for human 
food. | am afraid that it is by no means 
always used alone. When maize is cheap 


I have no doubt that what is called 
wheaten bread is aduterated largely 
with maize, and that I think is an 
additional reason for not exempting 


maize from this tax at the expense ot 
wheat. But,of course,this proposal is really 
based on the argument from Ireland. [am 
prepared to admit that the use of maize 
as a food in Ireland is greater than in 
Great Britain, but | do not think it is so 
great as the hon. Member thinks. 


Mr. FLYNN: I got my figures from 
the largest importers of maize in 


Treland. 


*sin M. HICKS BEACH: I would 
rather not trust the figures of importers 
of maize in this matter, who, no 
doubt, would suggest the largest im 
port that they could. I entirely admit 
it is more largely used in proportion 
in Ireland than it is in the rest of 
the United Kingdom. It is used, as 
I have said, for feeding stock and for 
distilling in Ireland, and a larger portion 
than in Great Britain is used tor the 
food of the people. It is used no doubt 
by the very poor, the cottiers to whom 
the hon. Member refers and to whom the 
hon. Member for Waterford referred the 
other day. It is used by them as food 
in place of other kinds of meal. But 
what is the position of these cottiers as 
compared with the very poor in our 
great towns. The very poor in our great 
towns are practically at the mercy of the 
bakers. Whatever price—always bearing 
in mind the competition which exists in 
the trade—the bakers may fix the very 

Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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poor must pay. They have no alterna- 
tive but to buy the bread at the price 
which is charged. But that is not the 
case with regard to the Irish cottier, 
He has an alternative. If maize should 
become dear he always has his land. On 
his land it is open to him to grow oats, 
and oat-meal | say——and I am in the 
habit of eating it—is as good a 
food as anyone could desire. I should 
like to ask hon. Members, when they are 
regarding maize as such an absolute 
necessity at the present day owing to 
the extent to which it is used, what they 
suppose the population of Ireland did 
twenty years ago. The import of maize 
into the United Kingdom last — year 
was some 51,000,000 ewts., in 18s? it 
was 18,000,000 ewts. The population 
of Ireland greater then than it 
is now, the stock in Ireland was as 
numerous then as it is now, and [ 
believe the people of [reland then were 
rather worse off than they are now, 
though perhaps hon. Members opposite 
I should like to 


Was 


may not admit that. 
know how they managed then with 
their share of 18,000,000 ewts. instead 


of the 51,000,000 ewts. imported now, 
Of course more corn was grown in 
Ireland then, and they made it into meal, 
and it might he infinitely better for 
the people in this country and_ in 
Ireland, who oceupy land, if they would 
use a little more of it for the purposes 
of arable cultivation instead of allow- 
ing it to go down to that miserable 
grass we often see which is called 
*meadowing in Ireland. Then it can- 
not produce anything like what it would 
produce under arable cultivation | 
cannot myself see even if it is admitted 
that this tax must increase the price of 
maize in Ireland, how the position could 
be so terrible as hon. Members suppose, 
but in my belief, as | have contended 
all through, the 3d. tax on maize would 
be as nothing compared with the varia- 
tions in the price of the article. That 
anybody may see who studies our market 
reports year by year, month by month, 
or week by week. It is impossible for 
me to agree to this Amendment without 
imperilling in effect the whole tax. I 
therefore sincerely hope the Amendment 
will be rejected. 


POWER (Waterford, E.) 


hon. Gentleman was 


(3.32.) Mr. 


said the right 
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apparently determined to raise a con- | 


iderable sum by this taxation, and it 
yas quite clear that it must come out of 
wmeone’s pocket. It was said it would 
not come out of the pocket of the con- 
amer, but in the long run it was the 
consumer that would have to pay. In 
the previous debates upon this tax hon. 
Members had spoken on behalf of the 
por of England, and pointed out how 
the tax on wheat would affect them. 
Those who spoke on behalf of the poorest 
af the poor spoke of bread as the funda- 
uental food of the poor of this country. 
He was sorry to say the state of things 
vith the poor of Ireland was not so 
hippy: they regarded bread not as a 
necessity but rather as a luxury. With 
regard to maize it had been described 
by hon. Gentlemen as the food of cattle, 
and no doubt in the United Kingdom it 
was largely used as a feeding stuff for 
attle and dogs, but it was used for no 
sich purpose in Ireland. In many dis- 
tricts there it was the staple food of the 
people. The hon. Member for West Done- 
gil had shown conclusively on a previous 
yeasion that a considerable portion of 
this taxation would fall on the poorest 
ot the poor of Ireland, but one would 
think from the speech of the right hon. 
(entleman that they had very little 
poverty in that country. The right hon. 
Gentleman had recommended a different 
system of cultivation and tillage, and he 
was very glad the right hon. Gentleman 
had done so, because he had recommended 
exactly what the United Irish League, 
which condemned these huge grazing 
listricts, had recommended, They had 
had an instance of the grinding poverty 
oi these people in the last Parliament. 
Four years ago the Government was 
applied to to do something for these 
wretched people, who, it was feared, 
would otherwise starve, and the Govern- 
ment refused. Ultimately they were 
compelled to do something for them, 
and they commenced relief works in the 
western districts, and, notwithstanding 
the fact that the Government only paid 
ls. a day, the poverty of these people 
was so great that they were glad to 
walk long distances to and from these 


works in order to get the 6s. a week 
which was offered them. One thing 
that Irish Members could not forget 
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was that this was a War Budget—that 
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the whole of the charges connected with 
this Budget were war charges. They 
had always been opposed to the war, 
and those who sent them to the House 
were opposed to it, and when he saw the 
poverty in which the people of Ireland 
were kept by British rule, he was sorry 
to see Ireland’s sons, born among this 
poverty, enlist and fight and spill their 
blood in a war, the object of which was 
to extend the dominion of the nation 
which had kept Ireland in this state of 
starvation. And now, when all was 
over, these unhappy people were to be 
charged with the cost. 


*(3.38.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 
S.) said in the three divisions which had 
been taken on this schedule he had 
taken no part. In speaking and voting 
against Clause 1 he thought he had said 
enough on the tax, and had abstained 
irom voting further. But when it came 
toa question which touched Ireland 
very nearly, he thought the Committee 
ought to consider very carefully what it 
was asked to do before they imposed 
this tax. Maize was used in Ireland for 
two purposes ; it was used by the farmers 
as a feeding stuff for animals, and if 
that had been the only use for it he was 
not prepared to say he would have as- 
sented to its being exempted from the 


operation of the tax. But this Indian 
meal, or yellow meal as it was more 
often called, had another use. There 


was a small class of farmers who fed 
their pigs and poultry upon it, but a 
considerable number of the poorest of 
the poor of Ireland were compelled to use 
itas an article of food. He wished the 
Committee to realise the class of people 
upon whom they were placing this 
import. He had over and over again 
pointed out what kind of place the west 
of Ireland was, and probably nothing he 
could say would influence the Govern- 
ment on this matter. But it happened 
in the previcus week that a London 
newspaper had sent a special com- 
missioner to inquire into this matter, 
and he would quote two paragraphs 
letter that 
| After reading an extract, the 
The Chan- 


Exchequer felt the 


from 3 commissioner had 
written. 
hon. Member continued. | 
cellor ot the 


position quite as acutely as anyone 
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in the House. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had been Chief Secretary for Lreland, 
and he knew the country. Sometimes 
he wished that the right hon. Gentleman 
were back. Sometimes he wished that 
they had his strong will and character 
in that country. A fortnight ago, accom- 
panied by the Members for Oldham and 
North-West Lanark, the hon. Member 
stood on a farm of seven or eight acres 
on the De Freyne estate, in County 
Roscommon. He talked to the farmer 
and his wife in their little cabin. They 
were just the kind of people the Gov 
ernment were going to place this impost 
upon. For these seven or eight acres of 
bog they paid 15s. to 17s. 6d. an Irish 
acre, which was higher than the ordi- 
nary land of Ulster. He tried to find 
out from the farmer what his income 
was, and it appeared that by no sort 
of husbandry—whether the growing oi 
potatoes or corn—could that man handle 
in cash more than £25 a year out of 
that holding. Out of that he had to 
pay his rent and rates, and to feed a 
family of six. He put this question 
seriously to hon. Members, ‘*‘ How was 
it possible for a man, no matter how 
economical he might be, to bring up 
a family of six children on a farm of 
six acres of bog land, every part of 
which he had reclaimed from the heather 


himself, with a cash income of £25 
a year, and pay this impost?” What 


they were doing was to make the lot 
of these miserable people more intoler- 
able than, Heaven knew, it was at the 
present moment. ‘The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was rightly keen to get at 
people who did not pay taxes. Why 
did the right hon. Gentleman not 
try to get at him? He did not drink 
spirits. he did not smoke tobacco, he 
abhorred sugar, and he used very 


little tea. The right hon. Gentleman 
had no means of getting at him 


except by the income tax. He would 
rather the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


invent a means of putting an im- 
post on men like himself, than that 


he should put an additional tax on the 
Indian meal used by the poor people 
whom he had referredto. He was glad to 
say that the standard of comfort was 
rising in those parts. 
tea, and on that they paid duty. Many 
of the men smoked and paid the tax on 


Mr. 7. WV. Russi 1]. 


{COMMONS} 


They used a little | 





Bill. 


tobaceo, and he was sorry to say that at 
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fairs and markets some of them drank, 


and paid the tax on, whisky, They were, 
therefore, not 2 class who did not pay 
taxes at all and whom the Chancellor was 
endeavouring to get at, They paid taxes 
now far beyond their capacity, and this 
Was just another impost heaped on to the 
other imposts which they had to bear, 
The Chancellor of the Exehequer admitted 
that the case was hard, especially with 
regard to Ireland, but he asked what the 
people did twenty vears age. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that instead of using 
this meal they ought to cultivate oats 
and use oatmeal. Nobody could say 
that that was an argument that would 
bear the test of examination. In the 
first place, those wretched people with 
seven or eight acres of bog land must 


grow potatoes. Their very life Was 
dependent on that. They could not 


grow potatoes and oats both. They had 
not land to do it upon. Why, the 
whole thing was an impossibility, and 
the House had better realise the plain 
fact at once. There was no alternative 
for these miserable small holders of land 
in the West and North-West of Ireland 
but to consume the pt statoes they grew, and 
when these were exhausted to fall back on 
the yellow meal, to the price of which 
they were going to add by this tax. 
The Chancellor had staved that this tax 
on maize was to produce £600,000 out of 
a total of a little over £2,000,000, What 
did that mean? It meant that if a tax 
was not imposed, the Chancellor would 
have a smaller surplus. By dropping 
the tax on maize the Budget would not 
he deranged, but, by dropping it, there 
would not be so much to give to the tax- 
paxers in relief for English education. 
But was it not a miserable thing that 
English rates for education were to be 
paid by those wretched peasants in the 
West of Ireland ? All parties in Ireland 
were perfectly clear that Ireland was 
overtaxed. He hoped the Chancellor, 
first as representing the Government, and 
the Committee in the second place, would 
think once, twice, and thrice before taxing 
these poor people in the West and North- 
West of Ireland, and making their lot still 
more miserable. 

(3.55.) Sim HENRY. FOWLER 
(Wolverhampton, E.) said the cast 
mentioned by the hon. Member tor 
South Tyrone was one of the mos 
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typical cases that arose in connection 
with this ax. The subterfuges and 
fallacies which the detenders of this tax 
had to resort to in order to hide its real 
meaning, and to justify its unfortunate 
and deplorable consequences, would be 
brought before the House and country 
gain and again. [le quite agreed with 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
there was nothing Protective in this 
tax. The article which they now 
proposed to tax would be taxed in its 
pure and native simplicity, and to the 
last farthing the tax would have to be 
paid by the consumer. In imposing this 
tax the House was entitled to look at it, 
nt as part of a Budget, but from the 
point of view, whether the resources of the 
nation were so completely exhausted that 
they, were bound, in order to raise a War 
Budget of something like £170,000,000 
sterling, to tax the food of the poorest of 
the poor, and the poorest food of the 
por. He repudiated that doctrine 
altogether. Except in the presence of a 
gigantic national emergency the House 
of Commons ought not to impose any 
burden on the poorest of the poor. In 
the case of Ireland the lion. Member for 
South Tyrone, and the Irish Members, otf 
course, spoke with a personal knowledge 
which many hon Members did not 
possesss. But it did not need even their 
experience to tell them that Ireland 
contained a larger proportion of the 
poorest poor than any other part of the 
King’s dominions. Why shouldthey pay 
this tax? The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer wanted to broaden the basis 
of taxation, and that was the specious 
reasoning put forward in favour of the 
tax. o far as these people were con- 
cerned, there was no necessity to broaden 
the basis of taxation. There was no Irish 
peasant who did not pay taxation in 
some form or another. He did not know 
that the hon. Gentleman, if he were 
living in the West of Ireland, would be 
able to do without his tobaeco or tea; 
and he dared say he might find oceasion 
for a little nip of whisky. [Mr. T. W. 
RusseLL: Never.] Strong temperance 
man as he was, he insisted that they 
had no right to dictate to people how 
they were to spend their money, so long 
as the sale and consumption of any 
article was lawful. They had no right 
to tax the poorest of the poor in order to 
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raise the ordinary revenue of the country. 
Every step that had been taken in the 
debate, since peace had been declared, 
showed that the money was not wanted. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer could 
not tell the House what he was going to 
do with the money he had in hand. 
The House of Commons would no doubt 
respond to the appeal of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer and give him a_ blank 
cheque. If the income taxpayers chose 
to do it, let them doit. If the large tax- 
payers chose to doit, let them do it. But 
they should not tax the poor people who 
had nobody to represent them in this 
House. This was a tax on the poor, not 
only in Treland but in London and the 
great manufacturing towns of England 
and Scotland. The tood of the people was 
not a legitimate subject of taxation, iniess 
under an absolute necessity ; and then it 
ought to be confined withi: reasonable 
limits. He rejoiced to hear the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer saying that the use 


of maize meal was extending. He 
thought it was a wholesome food, 
and its general use in England and 
Scotland as well as Ireland was not 


to be reprobated. But he asked the 
House of Commons whether there 
any necessity for levying this additional 
taxation on the people of Ireland, and 
thus adding to the legitimate wrongs 
and sufferings of the poorest of the poor 
of that country. 


Was 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) said he could not agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman that maize 
in any shape or form, could possibly be 
as good food for the people as oatmeal. 
He had never in his life seen maize meal 
used as food by the people of Scotland ; 
although, no doubt, Ireland stood on a 
different basis. He sincerely sympathised 
with his friends from Ireland, in their 
condemnation of this additional burden 
being placed on the poorest of the poor 
in that country. They in Scotland who 
had cattle and sheep would also be hit 
by this tax. There was also a small but 
growing industry which had been too 
much neglected in the past—he alluded 
to poultry rearing — which would be 
affected by this tax on maize. The 
peasantry in the West of Scotland used 
large quantities of maize for poultry 
feeding ; and from the eggs and chickens 
many of them paid half their rents of 
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from £70 to £80 a year. He objected 
to the corn tax, the wheat tax, and the 
harley tax, but above all, the maize tax ; 
because the latter hit all round — the 
poorest of the poor in Ireland, and 
farmers, breeders of cattle and sheep in 
Great Britain; and he regretted ex- 
tremely that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, with a large balance in hand, 
could not see his way to remit this tax 
on maize, which was almost a necessity, 
and allow it to come in free of duty. 


(4.8.) Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.) 
said if the Irish Members spoke at any 
considerable length, they would be fully 
justified by the speech of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. The right hon. 
Gentleman commenced by saying that 
he could not exempt maize, because the 
tax upon that grain constituted a fourth 
of the whole tax put upon corn. He 
was surprised at that admission, because 
from the point of view of Ireland, that 
added strength to their argument against 
the tax on maize. The greater the 
amount of the tax derived from maize, 
the greater the injustice to Ireland. 
The right hon. Gentleman gave another 
reason, which must have been addressed 
to the supporters of Free Trade on both 
the House, when he said that 
maize could not be produced in this 
country, and that, therefore, there was 
no element of Protection about the tax 
on that grain; but if Ireland had been 
able to grow maize, there might have 
heen something to be said for the tax, 
Apart from these reasons, he insisted 
that the imposition of this tax was a 
cruel and heartless device on the part of 
the Finance Minister of this country, 
considering the special circumstances of 
Ireland, particularly the West of Ireland, 
with which at present they were more 
particularly concerned. When he con 
trasted the condition of the poor people 
in the West of [reland with that of the 
wealthy millions who lived in England, 
he could searcely think of the imposition 
of this tax without a feeling of indigna- 
tion. The part of Ireland principally 
atfected was, of course, the congested 
areas, but there were people outside 
these areas who were almost as badly off. 
The holdings in the congested districts 
were valued at about year, 
and the 
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and in some places only half an acre, 
and a great part of the expenditure 
of these small farmers was upon Indian 
meal. Now, he was not stating what 
was not admitted. The , 
themselves —- the present and former 
Chief Secretaries for Ireland and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer—had all 
admitted, over and over again, the ex- 
treme poverty of these unfortunate people 
in the West of Ireland, otherwise there 
would have been no suggestion for their 
relief and the establishment of the Con- 
gested Districts Board; there never 
would have been the employment of 
money for the Imperial Treasury without 
asking for any repayment, if the misery 
in these districts were not profound, pre- 
vailing, and even appalling. He had 
often thought that if money was wanted 
for this war, considering the poverty of 
the people, even in England itself, it 
would be a mighty good job, and an aet 
of justice, for the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, with the Government backing 
him up, to send the police to lock up the 
gates of Hyde Park during the Sunday 
parade, and exact from the people within 
all that was wanted to pay for this war. 
That would fall with far less effect on 
these people than this maize tax would 
fall on the unfortunate peasants in the 
West of Ireland, who were perpetually 
on the brink of starvation. When he 
contrasted the condition of these two 
classes he could hardly believe otherwise 
than that this Parliament was acting, 
not in obedience to the dictates of justice 
or in the interests of the people, but in 
the interests of money and capital. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer asked— Why 
did not these small farmers grow wheat, 
and barley, and oats? Imagine the un- 
fortunate farmer in Ireland, who had a 
couple of acres of arable ground, three- 
fourths of the little patch consisting of 
stones, with patches of green between 
them, growing wheat! The late Prefessor 
Darey Thomson, professor of Greek in 
Queen’s College, Galway, once visited 
these districts, and deseribed them as 
like the ruins of Babel. It seemed to 
him a monstrous thing to put any tax 


Government 
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hundreds of thousands of people in the 
country who did not feel the taxation 
imposed upon them at all, and who spent 
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every night as much on a single dinner- 
marty as would keep hundreds of these 
joor peasant families in comfort for six 
months. Why did not these poor 
peasants plant vines and make cham- 


ygne ? That would be a much more 
profitable thing than growing oats! 


They might plant the vines and erect 
glass-houses ; they might employ some 
wientific experts from the Continent to 
make a new sort of wine, and everything 
would be beautiful, and it would take 
the place of French wine! Why did not 
these poor peasants do these things! ‘The 
reason was that they could do those things 
just as easily as they could grow oats. 
The one thing was just as impossible as 
the other. If they grew fine vines and 
produced splendid champagne, the land- 
lords would take all the profit from them. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer asked 
why they did not turn the grass lands 
inthe West of Lreland into arable land ? 
That was what the United Irish Land 
League had been saying for years past ; 
and for preaching that doctrine the 
Government had arrested only the 
previous morning one of the Members of 
this House and were going to prosecute 


him. No doubt the agents of the 
Government would send that hon. 


Member to six months imprisonment, 
probably more. And, perhaps, some 
other agent of the Government would 
arrest the hon. Member again on his 
release for preaching precisely the same 
doctrine which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had that night propounded 
without fear in the House of Commons. 
He thought that political economists, 
amongst whom the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was a great authority, had 
lor years past been preaching the doctrine 
that they in Ireland were wrong in 
sticking to old-fashioned methods in 
trying to grow wheat, oats, barley, and 
other such crops, and that they should 
turn their fields into grazing ranches. 
lt appeared that this advice was all 
wrong, and that what they ought to 
have done, apparently against the laws 
of nature and foreign competition and 
grand political economy, was to persist 
in growing wheat for which they could 
not get any price, in growing oats which 
it would not pay to seatter on the ground, 
in growing barley when it would land 
the farmer into bankruptcy. It did not 


matter whether at the end ot the season 
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they could not get somebody to buy 
their wheat, or oats, or barley; the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said, “Grow 
them anyhow. and eat what you grow.” 
It might possibly be the case, however, 
that the landlord and the tax gatherer 
would step in and get some of that wheat, 
barley, and oats, and how then could 
they eat it? He could only wonder that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
announce such a theory to the House 
of Commons. He did not want to touch 
on the financial relations of Ireland and 
Great Britain, but he could not help 
saying that this was « splendid example 
of the working of the system of common 
taxation. When they readin the London 
morning papers comments on an Irish 
debate they were always met with the 
argument that they were all taxed alike. 
Exactly ; but take the maize tax. Every- 
body was to be taxed who used maize. 
But who used maize? Somehow or 
other the people of England and Scotland 
did not eat maize, while the people of 
Ireland did ; and thus it was found that 
underthis beautifulsystem,by whichevery- 
body was taxed alike, it was Ireland that 
was taxed,and England and Scotland were 
let off. Assuming, however, that the tax 
on maize would hit the poor in England, 
Scotland and Ireland equally, he 
ventured to remind the Committee that 
by a solemn Act of Parliament, which 
was called a Treaty of Union, this House 
had authority, nay, was bound to give 
special treatment tothe people of Ireland 
-to the poor of Ireland; and that meant 
that the poor of Ireland were not to be 
treated on the same level in regard to 
taxation as the poor of England, and 
were entitled to lighter taxation. And, 
therefore, it was no answer whatever to 
say that if the poor of Ireland were hit 
by this tax, so also were the people of 
England. In conclusion, he wished to 
express it as his solemn conviction, that 
if Ireland had the power, in face of facts 
like this, she would be justified in rising 
armed insurrection against England. 
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*(4.25.) Sir JOSEPH A. PEASE (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle) said that he too, was 
certainly surprised when he saw in the 
Schedule the article maize. As had been 
already stated, maize was not an article 
of diet in either England or Scotland, 
even among the very poor; but it was 
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in Ireland. He was one of those whose 
mission it was, when Ireland was in her 
worst straits, to travel around the west 
coast, where nothing but maize was 
served out to the poor people, which was 
purchased by subscription, some of it 
from this very House, and from England 
generally. Their American brethren 
also sent in most welcome shiploads 
of maize, which was distributed by those 
with whom he was then working.” He 
had been through those districts since, 
and he found that maize still con- 
tinued to be one of the staple articles of 
consumption by the poorest of the people. 
His hon. friend had remarked that oat- 
meal was mainly eaten in Scotland: but 
ii his hon. friend went into any of the 
littie shops that served the poor people 
in the West of Ireland with food, he 
would find that only about one-tenth 
ot the supply was oatmeal, the remain- 
nine-tenths 


ing being maize in_ its 
various forms. There was another as- 


pect of the case to which he wished to 
refer. Maize was not used for human 
food in either England or Scotland; 
but it was an article which, in 
farmers 


those 


countries, continued to use 
more and more for cattle feeding. The 


district he had the honour to repre- 
sent was, in many places, a splendid 
wheat growing district: but the York- 
shire valleys which were well-known to 
students of the picturesque, the Durham 
valleys, and the border land of Northum- 
berland were all land, and the 
farmers earned a living by breeding and 
feeding young stock. Two Chambers 
ot Agriculture to which he had the 
honour to belong, had reported to the 
Central Chamber that the only farmers 
who were really prosperous were those 
who had turned their attention to milk 
farming. Within four or five miles of 
his own house there were farmers with 
from keeping two or three cows in 
old times now kept eighty or ninety 
cows always for milk. They were fed 
on these and other foods and _ thus 
added very materially to the manure 
which was laid on the lands. 
The farmers who would get the benefit 
of the Is. a quarter on wheat were, in very 
individuals who 
whole of the 
On a particular farm 


grass 


grass 


the same 
bear the 


few cases, 
would have to 
tax on the maize. 
he had lately seen in Cornwall, out of 


Sir Joseph A. Pease. 
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500 or 600 acres of farming. there 
were only ten acres of wheat, and the 
tenant expected to have to pay in the 
tax on maize four times as much as he 
would get out of the tax on wheat. I[t 
was, in his opinion, very unwise, im- 
mediately after the depression through 
which agriculture had been passing to 
impose a tax of such a character, and 
he should vote against it. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) admitted that the case of the 
agriculturists sank into insignificance 
beside that of Ireland. But he thought 
that when the Chancellor of the Ex. 
chequ:r used the argument that this tax 
would not affect the price of maize, he 
must admit that it would not affect it to 
the extent of £620,000 a year, because 
that was the revenue he expected to 
derive fromit. The right hon. Gentleman 
had stated that one half of the imports 
of maize was used for feeding purposes ; 
so that the farmers of the country would 
be taxed to the tune of something like 
£310,000 a That was a very 
serious and hampering tax to place upon 
those who, after all, were the most pro- 
gressive part of the agricultural com- 
munity, viz., those who had devoted their 
attention to the growing of cattle, the 
keeping of poultry, and so on. He could 
not understand why the right hon. 
Gentleman had not been able to leave 
maize out of the Schedule, because it was 
hound to burden those who were pro- 
ducing meat, bacon, and poultry. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had advised 
farmers to keep poultry, and so on, but 
by this tax he was going just the wrong 
way to encourage it. The competitors of 
the British farmer would be able to send 
their meat, and eggs to this 
country without any tax at all. and thus 
the British farmer would be placed in an 
absolutely disadvantageous 
Moreover, the cottager would teel this 
tax. In his part of the world. the agri- 
cultural labourer used maize for fatten- 
ing pigs. He did not think at the last 
general election the agricultural labourers 
were promised a tax on maize, but they 
were promised old-age pensions, and they 
would not accept this as an equivalent. 
If the food of the pig was to be taxed, he 
wondered how long it would be before 
the right hon. Gentleman taxed the pig 


year. 


bacon, 


position. 








just 
wit] 


Wors 
to 

t he 
pt 07 
regr 





736 


nere 
the 
the 
; he 

It 
im- 
ugh 
r to 
and 


uth 
the 
nce 
cht 
Ex- 
tax 

he 
t to 
Luse 

to 
nan 
orts 
Ses ; 
vuld 
like 
ery 
pon 
pro- 
om- 
heir 
the 
vuld 
10n. 
“ave 
was 
pro- 
The 
ised 
but 
ong 
’s of 
end 
this 
hus 
) an 
ion. 
this 
gri- 
ten- 
last 
rers 
they 
hey 
ent. 
1. he 
fore 
pig 








137 Finance 


itself, if he went on at his present rate, 
jroadening the basis of taxation. The 
right hon. Gentleman, in answer to a 
deputation the other day, said that the 
tax could be passed on to the community, 
jut it was impossible for the British 
armer to do that, because the price of 
meat and eggs depended on the price at 
rhich they. ‘could be sent here by the 
joreign producer, and not upon the cost 
to the English farmer. The imports of 
maize had inereased enormously, and it 
had become greatly used for fattening all 
kinds of animals. It was not quite fair- 
slay to the agricultural community, who 
had borne a heavy wave of depression, 
that the most progressive portion, who 
had turned their attention trom wheat- 
growing to matters in which the foreigner 
»uld not compete so keenly, should now 
be taxed in this way. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that in seeking ior 
:new source of taxation he wanted to 
find an article of practically universal 
onsumption, but it was imposible 
ay that maize was such an_ article. 
Without going into the question of the 
poverty of the people in England or 
Ireland, it did seem to him that when 
there were those who were ready to pay 
10,500 guineas for a picture at Christie's, 
that was the class which might bear a 
ttle more taxation, instead of a burden 
being placed on maize, especially when 
wed for fattening purposes. He, there- 
fore, urged, first, that the tax infringed 
the canon of the right hon. Gentleman, 
that it should be a tax upon an article 
of universal consumption ; secondly, that 
could not be passed on to the com- 
munity; and thirdly, that it hampered 
those engaged in a struggling industry ! 
like agriculture. He hoped even at this 


stage the right hon. Gentleman would 
consent to the omission of maize from 
the Schedule. 

(4.40.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR 


(Liverpe 0), 
to he liev e 
Exe he ag r 


Scotland) found it ditticult 
that the Chancellor of the 
intended to persevere with 
but after the Statement he had 
ust made, it appeared that the Budget 
rith its many blots was to retain this 
worst blot of all, and that he was going 
to tax not merely the 
hut the poorest food of the 
poorest of the poor. It was much to be 
regretted that the right hon. Gentleman's 


Hs tax, 
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Statement had not been heard by every 
Member of the House, because if one had 
desired a speech which would show how far 
removed from understanding the con- 
ditions of Irish life even a well-informed 
Englishman who had lived a good deal in 
Ireland was, the Statement just made 
would admirably serve the purpose. The 
right hon. Gentleman, in comparing the 
consumption of maize in 1881 and 1901, 
and describing the condition of Ireland 
then and now, said he “ believed” the 
population of Treland now was less than 


in 1881. The population in 1881 was 
5,174,836, and, in 1901, 4,456,546, so 
that even with an emigration of three 
quarters of a million, the right hon. 


Gentleman had not got beyond the stage 
of belief and conjecture on that point. 
That was the extent to which the con- 
dition of Ireland was realised by one who 
had twice been Chief Secretary, and from 
that might be deduced the amount of 
information existing in the minds of the 
majority of Englishmen who had never 
touched the shores of Ireland, For 
years it had been urged that Ireland was 
unfairly taxed as compared with England, 
and now the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
with imperturbable equanimity, proposed 
to meet that contention by imposing a 
new tax which was essentially a pre- 
ferential duty as between England and 
Ireland, in favour of the former. It was 
exactly as if the right how. Gentleman 
proposed to tax rice in India and in 
England. It would not mean very much 
in England but it would mean starvation 
in India. In this case the right hon. 
Gentleman selected for taxation an article 
of food which was little used in England 
but abundantly used in Ireland. The 


right hon. Gentleman suggested that 


oatmeal was a better food, and had 
suggested that these people should grow 
oats and eat oatmeal instead of yellow 


meal. He quite agreed that they should 
do so if they could ; but they ate yellow 
meal for the reason that the price of oat- 
meal was 15s. or 1s. 9d. per ewt., and 
that of Indian meal was 6s. 9d. or 7s. per 
ewt. And this was the sympathetic 
knowledge which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had of the people of these districts ! 
He did not even know that the popula- 
tion had decreased, but he believed it 
had! They all knew where this tax would 
fall. It would not fall upon Treland 
universally, but mainly on the poorest 


of the poor of Ireland-—people who 
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even in a good year always had 
the dread of famine before them. — In 
the most prosperous of the congested 
districts, the standard of life was very 
low, the diet being altogether vegetable, 
with a little salt fish at times, used 
more as a relish than as a food, and 
it was this particular section of the Irish 
people that the right hon. Gentleman had 
selected to bear the burden of the cost of 
a great war. It was an astonishing fact 
that bread in some parts of Lreland was 
regarded as a luxury. In England it was 
the food of the poorest of the poor, but to 
the still peorer poor of Ireland it was a 
luxury—Indian meal was the staple 


food of the people of the districts 
of which he was speaking. Indian 


meal was a diet which was only taken by 
these people because it was the cheapest 
they could get, and this was the article 
the right hon. Gentleman had taken to 
pay the cost of this war. It really 
required all ones experience of this 
House to believe that the right hon. 
Gentleman was going to impose this tax, 
and when he looked at the Irish people 
on the one hand, and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer on the other, this tax 
seemed to hima splendid epitome of the 
long struggle between the Celt and the 
Saxon. The Irish people had been 
against the Government in this war, 
and had expressed their feelings in the 
frankest manner: now, when all the 
shouting was done, the calm, cool 
Englishman knocked at their cabin doors 
and made them pay the penalty of their 
exultation by a tax upon their food. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick Burghs) 
said he was against this as he was against 
the imposition of every one of these 
taxes. There was one class in Scotland 
this tax was going to hit very hard. 
The tax on corn, coupled with the tax 
on maize, would heavily affect the stock 
traders, but there was another article in 
the schedule to which maize was closely 
related, namely starch. in which maize 
was largely used asa raw material, and 
that would produce a very curious result. 
The only manutactory of maize starch 
in the United Kingdom was in Seotland, 
at Paisley, where large buildings had 
been erected, and expensive plant had 
been laid down to carry on the industry. 
The tax on a hundredweight of maize 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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was to be 3d.; the tax on a hundred- 
weight of starch was 5d. The Uniteg 
States manufacturer could send in starch 
which paid a duty of 8s. 4d. a ton, 
But the manufacturers at Paisley, who 
had to use 2} tons of maize to produce 
one ton of starch, would have to pay 
74d. per ewt. duty on their starch, or 
12s. 6d. a ton. Sothat the tax would 
be Protective in the sense that it pro- 
tected the foreign manufacturer. He 
suggested that this grievance might be 
met by a rebate of Id. per ewt. on maize 
used for manufacturing starch, which 
would bring the duty on a ton of stareh 
tothe same as that paid by the foreign 
importer. Even this, however, would 
not completely equalise matters, as the 
British manufacturer would have to pay 
the duty some months beforehand, when 
he procured the maize. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that only 
that morning he had had before him 
the matter to which the hon. and 
learned Member had just alluded, and 
he was carefully examining it. Assum- 
ing the facts to be as the hon. Member 
had stated them, he hoped they might 
be able to deal with the matter on the 
Report stage of the Bill. 


* Mr. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs) said 
that the right hon. Member for East Wol- 
verhampton said the House was about to 
give an open cheque to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. He would be well 
content to see that open cheque filled up 
in favour of the poor of the West of 
Ireland. We could not run the Empire 
except on terms of equality for all, and 
he who lived in a country where people 
did not eat bread and did not get meat, 
knew what the relative pressure on the 
poor of a rise in the price of maize 
amounted to. What the hon. Member 
for Clackmannan said in regard to oat- 
meal was perfectly justified by the fact, 
and he must add to his observations this, 
namely, that compared with the fibre 
of meat, the value of oatmeal was as 
thirty-three to twenty-eight better than 


the fibre of meat. But it was not so 
with maize. Maize was tar below in 
point of nutrition, and yet at this 


present time he himself paid £6 12s. 6d.2 
ton for flat maize, and £8 a ton for round 
maize, and he knew what the effect 
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must be of such prices as those applied 


tothe west coastof Ireland. Although 


‘the Chancellor of the Exchequer needed 


the duty on the ground of uniformity, 
and might be obliged to impose this 
tax, yet he did think the debate which 
they had just listened to would not be 
without useful effect in having drawn 
attention to the extreme poverty of the 
West of Ireland, and imposed on the 
Government the necessity of doing 
something to relieve it. 


*(5.5.) Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Monmouthshire, W.) said this had been a 
very useful debate, as it had brought out 
the fact that this taxation is to be levied on 
the poorest of the poor of Ireland as well 
as those of England. He thought the 
method in which this matter had 
met by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had caused very legitimate surprise. 
This was not a main tax. It was, like a 
number of taxes in the schedule, a sub- 
sidiary tax meant to bolster up the tax 
on wheat. That was really the only 
justitication for this tax. If it had stood 
by itself the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would never have dreamed of 
putting a tax on maize, either in re 
gard to its operation on the food of 
the people, or upon its uses in agri- 
culture. When this tax on wheat was 
introduced, the First Lord of the Trea- 
ury, speaking of its Protective operation, 
challenged them to say that it would 
cause another acre of corn to be grown 
in England. The landed doctrine of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was that the 
remedy for the grievances of the very 
por of Ireland was to grow corn, 

the increased growing of corn 


been 


and 
was to take place by the development 
of the growth of oats in the con- 
gested districts of Ireland. But the very 
poor of England had no land, and there- 
lore they were in a position to envy the 
congested districts on the west coast of 
Ireland. This new landed doctrine of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s was capable 
of very singular developments, and he 
hoped it would be diseussed in all parts 
of the United Kingdom. They were 
told at this time of day that when people 
were reduced to the greatest pitch of 
misery the best thing they could 
do was to possess themselves of land 
upon which they could grow corn, and 
that was really the only consolation 
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which the authors of this tax offered to 
the poor people in the congested districts 
of the West of Ireland, that if the poor 
people could only get land and grow 
corn they would be relieved of their 


distress. He commended the consider- 
ation of this landed doctrine to the 
House and the country. He should 


most heartily vote against this particular 
tax, which was the most unjustifiable tax 
that was ever proposed in this country, 
and voted by the House of Commons, if it 
were voted. As the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton had 
said, there was no necessity for this tax. 
In the case of direst necessity he believed 
it could hardly be justified, but that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who had 
£10,000,000 to dispose of, should insist 
upon imposing such a tax was contrary 
to all justice and all reason, and there was 
nothing that emphasised its injustice more 
than this tax upon maize. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that 
the right hon. Gentleman had, as he 
very often did, twisted his argument 
into a meaning to which he did not 
think any one fairly listening to it would 
have thought it capable of being applied. 
The right hon. Gentleman accused him of 
starting a new landed doctrine in this 


country. All he had ever said was 
that, whereas in the year 1882 the 
people of Ireland, being then more 
numerous than they were now, 


were able, without any suffering, so far 
as he was aware, to get on perfectly well 
with an importation into this country of 
no more than 18,000,000 ewts. of maize, 
as compared with 51,000,000 ewts. im- 
ported last year, and were so able be- 
cause they must have grown oats or other 
corn instead of maize, and used it for 
themselves, therefore, he supposed that 
if maize became dearer they would take 
the same course again, and that it would 
not be to the detriment of anybody 
except the dealers in maize. That was 
all he had said, and he entirely disclaimed 
the interpretation which the right hon. 
Gentleman had put upon his argument. 
The right hon. Gentleman said this duty 
on maize was merely proposed in order to 
bolster up the duty on wheat. 


*Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: With 
, the other taxes in the schedule. 
2C 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH entirely de- 
nied that. A duty on corn must be a duty 
on corn all through, or else it was useless 
to propose it at all. When it existed 
before it was a duty on corn all through, 
just as he proposed it now. It existed 
then for twenty years without those 
terrible consequences to which reference 
had now been made, and he believed it 
would be precisely the same in future 
when the tax had been passed by Parlia- 


ment. He should like to say that he 
did sympathise with what had fallen 
from hon. Members for Ireland with 


regard to the condition of these very 
poor people in the west. But he would 
submit to the Committee that the way 
to meet that condition was not to reject 
a tax of which they, at any rate, would 
pay but a small part, and which would 
be borne by the whole country at 
large, but to pursue the course of en- 
couraging the Congested Districts Board 
in its admirable attempts to relieve the 
poverty and sutiering of the people of 
Ireland, and to do that, as the House 
already did, by aiding the Congested 
Districts Board with such grants from 
the Exchequer as might enable them to 
carry out the policy on which they had 
already embarked, and which had already 
done so much for the improvement of that 
part of the country. He trusted that, 
as it was understood the debate on the 
Committee should be coneluded 
that night, and there were several other 
points to discuss, the Committee might 
he prepared to come to a decision now on 
this question. 


toca 
stage 


(5.15.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, EF.) said 
that as the representative of a large 
number of people, who would suffer by 
the imposition of this tax, he could not 
allow this opportunity to pass by without 
making another protest against it. With 
reference to what fell from the hon. 
Member for Wick, he must say that he 
was grateful for the observations that 
he made, but when he said that this 
debate would be of use to the Irish 
people, he must, if the tax was passed, 
leave to ditfer 


take from him. What 
did the Chancellor of the exchequer 
say} He compared figures in 1881 with 


those in 1901, and said that the imports 
in the first vear were only 18,000,000, 
L901, and he 
asked how the people managed to get 


as against 50,000,000 in 
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on with the much smaller quantity 
imported in 1881, although the popula- 


tion of Ireland had decreased in the 
meantime. Was there ever a more 
misleading argument? And he must 


have known it to be misleading, because 
he did not give the Committee the Irish 
and English figures, because this enormous 
increase in the censumption is due to 
the use of the maize for the feeding of 
stock and fowls, and had no bearing 
at all upon the question of food of the 
people. The Chancellor was really 
throwing dust in the eyes of Members 
when he used that argument. What 
was the remedy he suggested? He said 
that the people there had always got 
their land to fall back upon, and he 
asked why they could not, when a tax 
was put upon maize, and the price of 
yellow meal went up, grow oats or 
wheat. He did not really think that 
the right hon. Gentleman understood 
the economic condition of these unfor- 
tunate people. No one could understand 
it better than he did, because he repre- 
sented 8,000 voters, although he was 
sorry to say that over 7,000 of them 
had holdings valued at only £5 a year, 
and were driven, by the extremity of 
their poverty, to the cheanest form of 
food. ‘This staple food is the potato, 
which was the cheapest of all human 
food, and when the supply of that was 
exhausted, they were obliged to fall 
back upon fiour, as far as they could 


afford it, and to yellow meal, when 
they were not able to afford it. “Why 
don't they grow oats and eat that?” 
the right hon. Gentleman said. Well, 


when the land allowed them to grow 
oats, they did so, and sold them to 
pay the rent. Really the lecture 
of the Chancellor upon agricultural 
economies Was very Interesting te 


him because in it he preached the doc 
trine of the Land League first, and the 
United Irish League now. He did that 
without knowing it. What else had 
they been preaching for the last twenty 
years as a remedy? The Chancellor said 
there should be more agriculture and 
less grazing and meadows. He said, why 
don't they grow oats and wheat? What 
land had they in the west of Ireland! 
Did he not know that every acre of good 
land had been taken from the people 
for the accommodation of graziers, and 
that in Mayo, Roscommon and Galway 
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the people were driven to the bogs and 
marshes ? This was the land upon which 
they were told to grow oats! They 
vere obliged to struggle with land upon 
vhich no farmer in this country would 
waste his time if he got it for nothing. 
They were allowed to live on it upon 
the terms that they continued to paya 
rick-rent. On this land, reclaimed by 
the patient and unrequited toil of gene- 
rations, on these patches recovered from 
the waste, they have got to pay 10s. an 
ere—land which was not worth sixpence 
nacre, and which no English farmer 
would take the gift of. He asked an 
hon. Member opposite to come over to 
the De Freyne estate, to go over it, look 
at it, and then say if he was exaggerating. 
Ihey would see land assessed at 15s. or 
f] an acre, which no one who knew the 
value of land would put more than 
ixpence anacreupon. It wasthis land— 
the rent of which was paid for by the 
toil of the men who came to work here 
itthe harvests in England, men driven 
irom home in search of means of satis- 
ving the rack-renting landlords of 
Connaught, who had been a disgrace to 
Irish landlordisin for generations—it was 
ipon this land that they were going to 
impose this fresh taxation. It was one 
ot the most unjust things ever done in 
the history of this House. The attitude 
f the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
regard tothis tax was to his mind a most 
valuable illustration of the whole course 
of English administration, and especially 
financial administration. This great 
Empire, overflowing with wealth, and 
having multitudes of trading interests 
ill over the world, pursued its eCourse 
irom year to year, and from generation 
to generation, without the smallest care 
r reference to the effect of its financial 
policy on the people ot Ireland. Their 
social circumstances and their 
whole trading interests, so far as they 
had trading interests, were absolutely 
liferent and divorced from 
England, and the Government had never 
inthe course of the last century given a 
thourht to the effect of their taxation 
o Ireland. fifty years ago 
they made the starvation of the people 
an excuse for throwing open the ports 
t the United Kingdom to the admission 
of this vellow meal, but by that method 


] 


they ruined the agriculture of Ireland 


vhole 


those Oo; 
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and reduced our people to infinite 
misery. That measure was the meaiis 
of destruction to hundreds of thousands 
of Irish people. It was done in order 
to make way for grass which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had come 
to see was one of the evils of Ireland. 
Now after they had ruined Intsh agri- 
culture they proceeded to extract a tax 
from the wretched, starving, miserable 
people whom he represented, in order 
to pay for a war against which the 
lrish representatives never ceased to 
protest. It was almost incredible that 
a great nation should be so mean, and 
so lost to all sense of humanity as to 
justifv a tax like this. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in his second speech 
showed how much he felt the injustice 
and the cruelty of what he was 
proposing. He said that the proper 
way to meet the case which he admitted 
was unanswerable, was not by giving 
a remission of the tax, but by encourag- 
ing the work of the Congested Districts 
Board. There was more force in that 
if he would give compulsory powers 
and make the Board a reality. What 
was the use of telling them to encourage 
the work of the Congested Districts 
Board in the present state of the law ? 
Che Board had been of great advantage 
to the poor people where it had worked, 
but as in regard to four-fifths of the 
people it had done nothing, and its 
progress was so slow that it might have 
been in operation for ten or fifteen 
years before it could do anything for 


them. The Government had refus od 
again and again to give the 
powers asked in order to make the 


Congested Districts Board a_ reality. 
Nobody had given more testimony than 
himself as to the the Con- 
gested Districts Board. He had spoken 
of the operations of the Board in his own 
constituency on the Dillon Estate. But 
what about the neighbouring estates ? 
The work done would only aggravate 
the discontent, misery, and despair of 
those people on the neighbouring estates 
when the people on the 
Dillion Estate to some extent alleviated 
out of their misery. Instead of getting 
similar benefits themselves, they got 

tax imposed which would increase the 
told 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 

2C2 


work of 


t hey Saw 


price of Indian corn. They were 
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grass was the great evil of Ireland, j the province of Connaught was 
and that they wanted more agr iculture. '£1 18s. 4d., and he asked if there was 


Yes, grass was the great evil of Ireland. 
That was what they had been s 
the West of Ireland, and they had sti arted | 
an association to try to put that down. 
But the Government had no better 


remedy than to throw into jail, and to | 


treat as convicts, those who advocated 
that remedy. Out of Bedlam there 
never was a worse Government than the 
present. He believed that if they went 
to Bedlam and let loose a set of lunatics 
they could not make a worse hand 
of it than the present Government. 
Everything was turned upside down, and 


when the people clamoured for a 
remedy they were informed by an 
intelligent English Minister that 


grass was the evil, and they should get 
more agriculture. Whenever they tried to 
do that they were all clapped into prison. 
He could promise the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that the present experi- 
ment in taxation would certainly not re- 
commend to the Irish people the present 
financial policy of England, the Govern- 
ment of England, or the Union. Never 
since the days when, he thought it was 
the French Queen, Marie Antoinette, 
made the famous observation which had 
come down the stream of history. When 
crowds were clamouring for bread in the 
streets of Paris, one of the Ministers 
was speaking to her and telling her that 
the situation was serious, and she replied, 


“Why don’t they eat cake?” From 
that time there never had been such a 
monstrous proposition as that of the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer when he 
said, “ Why cannot these people eat oat- 
meal ? ”’ 


(5.30.) Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) 
said that as one of the strongest support- 
ers of the United Irish League he hoped 
the Government who were instituting 
prosecutions against its members would 
at the same time prosecute the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, who that day 


had said what the members of the 
League had been saying all along— 


‘* Divide up the grass lands and we will 

get rid of starvation.” He maintained 

that the whole province of Connaught, 

which comprised a seventh of the popu- 

lation of Ireland, would be hit by 

this tax. The average valuation in 
Mr. Dillon. 


saying in | 


any one in this House who would say 
that a man whose holding was only 
worth £1 1&s. 4d. was a subject for taxa- 
ition. One out of every twenty-three 
of the population of the province of Con- 
naught had to come over every year to 
England and Scotland to earn from £7 
to £12 in order to pay toll to the British 


| Treasury and the Irish landlords. The 
average size of the holdings in Con- 


naught, leaving aside the grasslands was 
from three to five acres; and how 
| were these unfortunate people able to 
' make a living out of such holdings ? Free 
trade had ruined the tillage of Ireland, 
and had driven the people to the grow- 
ing of potatoes. ‘Then the potato blight 
came in 1846, and they had to sell their 
cattle in order to pay the landlords their 


rents. The landlords got £1,500,000 
from the British Treasury in order 
to improve their estates, but the 


moment the estates were improved, the 
landlords said to the tenants, “ Out you 
go, unless you pay treble the rent you 
paid before.” 1,500,000 people died of 
starvation, 3,000,000 emigrated, and 
the rest were crushed into the bogs of 
the West of Ireland. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said, “why did they 
not grow oats ontheir patches of land!” 
but the people had not sufficient land to 
grow oats. They renewed their patches of 
ground by going out to sea from two to 
seven miles, and collecting sea-weed, and 
though the sea-weed was the property of 
the Crown the landlords prosecuted 
those poor people for so collecting the 
sea-weed. He had often thought there 
was no hope for the Irish people ; and he 
had come to the conclusion that the only 
remedy lay in what Mr. Disraeli called a 
revolution. The only reason why there 
was not a revolution was that Ireland 
was bound to England, and _ theretore 
England was the cause of all the miseries 
of Ireland. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) said that although he opposed the 
imposition of this duty on maize, he must 
candidly admit that the fact of its inclu 
sion in the Schedule robbed the corn tax 
as 2 whole of its Protective effect, and 
made it a registration duty. The duty 
on maize deprived the agricultural ir 
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terest undoubtedly of any benefit which 
they might have expected from a duty 
on corn. The hon. Member for the 
Barnard Castle Division of Durham said 
that he had been in the West Country 
lately, and had found that farmers them- 
selves regarded this tax with dislike. 
He himself had been in the west country 
at Whitsuntide, and was told by the 
farmers that they condemned the tax, 
as it would not do them any good what- 
ever. He had had an interview with the 
Secretary of the Importers of Food Stuffs 
Association, who told him that the tax 
would be a burden on the agricultural 
interests of Great Britain, exclusive of 
Ireland, to the extent of £375,000 a 
year. As a matter of fact, the only kind 
of farmer to whom this tax as a whole 
would do any good would be a farmer 
who farmed only arable land, who had 
no cattle, and who worked his land by 
machinery. Of course they knew that 
there were no such farmers, and therefore 
the tax was bound to hit the agricultural 
interests very hard. ‘There was no sub- 
stitute for maize which could be grown 
in this country. Maize was most valu- 
able for fattening stock. It was very rich 
indeed in oil and nitrogenous materials. 
Cattle-breeding and fattening was be 
coming more and more an important in- 
lustry in this country. ‘The number of 
cattle was steadily increasing in England. 
In 1871 they numbered 4,054,074: 
in IS9L they numbered 4,841,852; and 
in 1900, 4,848,698: and if they looked 
at the agricultural returns they found 
that there had been a steady growth in 
the amount of permanent pasture in 
the country. That proved conclusively 
that stock raising was becoming a more 
important industry every vear. Foreign 
competition becoming keener than 
ever, and the amount of fresh meat im- 
ported into this country had more than 
trebled during the last few years. He 
thought the Government had chosen a 
sing gularly unfortunate time for putting 
this burden on the agricultural interest. 
Tenant farmers were experiencing great 
difficulty in regard to the labour ques- 
tion. It is perfectly true that some 


Was 


assistance had been given chem by means 
ot the Agricultural Rating Act, but they 
all knew that the benefit of that Act had 


gone from them and fallen to the land- 


lords, 


| Hon. 


Members on the Ministerial 
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Benches: No, no.| They were going 
to put another burden upon the farmers 
by the Edueation Bill, and by laying 
this duty on the raw material of agricul- 
ture, there was no doubt whatever that 
it would render it more difficult for the 
tenant farmers to pay their rents than in 
the past. 


(5.42.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Done 


gal, S.) said he must deprecate the obser- 


vation of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that the debate should now conclude. 
He did not think the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had any right whatever to 
stifle discussion, or to stop the voice ot 
the representatives of the Irish people, 
when they pleaded for their starving 
constituents. He opposed this tax, be- 
cause it Was a tax on the staff of life of 
the great majority of the [rish people. 
This debate was a specimen of what he 
regarded as the infamy of Irish Govern- 
ment by England. The power of exter- 
nal legislation had been employed against 
Ireland as an instrument of oppression 
to the enrichment of England and the 
impoverisation of Ireland. A hundred 
years ago Burke asked 

Crown of Great 
than that we 
Providence in 


‘Is Ireland united to the 
Britain; for no other purpose 
should counteract the bounty of 
your favour ’” 

The Government were counteracting the 
bounty of Providence by taxing the food 
of the people in the poorest districts of 
the West of Ireland, which would have 
the effect of exterminating them alto- 
gether, in order to save those who 
had organised the war. However, amid 


the cheers and huzzas of the Corona- 
tion, there would still be heard, and 
they would not be able to hush it, 


the still small voice of the starving Irish 
peasant. Of all persons in the world, the 
Irish peasant was the last who should 
have his food taxed, because he had been 
deprived, by British legislation, of every 
industry except the land. The woollen 
industry, the industry, and the 
other industries of Ireland had been 
destroyed ; and it was now proposed to 
rob the poor for the benefit of the rich. 
‘hat ill-accorded on the pledges which 
were given at the time of the Union. 
When Mr. Pitt was asked what security 
the Irish people would have that they 
would be treated fairly, he replied, * The 
honour of England.” They had been 
playing the contidence trick on Ireland 


glass 
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for a hundred years. He himself never 
used strong language, but he sometimes 
stated strong facts; and he said, in full 
responsibility for his words, that the Irish 
peasant would be more than justified in 
resorting to armed resistance to that tax 
if he had any chance of success. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I hope the 
Committee will now come toa decision. 
The question has been discussed at very 
considerable length, and there are several 
other points to be considered. Moreover, 
there was an understanding that the Com- 
mittee stage should finish tonight. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
did not regard the appeal of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer as unreasonable, 
and, for his part, he did not intend to 
stand between the Committee and a 
division. But he wished to refer to one 
point which had not yet been touched 
upon. In the very modest speech with 
which the debate was initiated, there was 
an estimate of the amonnt of maize con- 
sumed in Ireland. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer questioned that estimate, and 
put it much lower; but the right hon. 
Gentleman admitted that he had no know- 
ledge of the facts. Was it not, therefore, 
astounding that a tax should be placed in 
Ireland, which the right hon. Gentleman 
admitted would be a terrible burden, 
when they knew nothing of what its 
effect would be. They knew nothing 
about the imports or the exports of 
lreland; but these facts ought to he 
known before the tax was imposed. 
Yet the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
admitted his ignorance of them, and on 
that want of knowledge he founded an 
extraordinary argument. The right hon. 
Gentleman the figures for 1882 


gave 
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and 1902, and he said that although 
there was a larger population in the 
former year than in the latter, yet g 
smaller quantity of Indian meal was 
consumed then than now. He challenged 
that statement, and the right hon, 
Gentleman could not prove it. He was 
equally helpless, because he could not 
prove the contrary; but he would bet 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer a new 
hat, if he could do so, that more Indian 
meal was consumed in Ireland in 18x? 
than at present. The first cargo of 
Indian meal was landed in Ireland in 
1846. After that year, for thirty or 
forty years, the imports of that food, the 
lowest and worst for human beings in 
the world. continued to steadily increase. 
They had, however, no facts, and in 
such circumstances it was a cruel thing 
to impose such a burden on a_ poor 
country. He thanked the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer for his statement that 
the Government would try to make good 
to Ireland in another way the burden 
which would be imposed by the tax on 
the poorer districts ; but, with all respect, 
he submitted that that was a bad system, 


It would be better to hesitate befor 
putting on the tax; and while ac- 


knowledging the kindly tone of the 
speeches of hon. Members opposite, he 
could not help joining in the protest 
against the tax. 


Mr. CHANCELLOR of the EXCHEQUER 
rose in his place and claimed to move 
that the Question be now put.” 


(5.53.) Question put, ‘Phat th 
Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 248 
Noes, 165. (Division List No. 225.) 
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“In page 5, line 15, to leave out the words 
(Ur. DTarold Reckitt.) 


O'Mara, James 


(6.50.) Mr. HAROLD RECKITT — Question 
(Lincolnshire, Brigg) moved to omit from proposed to 
the Schedule “locust beans,” on the Schedule.”’ 


grounds that they were not beans or 
grain at all, that they were in no sense 
a human food, and that they constituted 
used 
manufacture of feeding stuffs. 


*Simr M. 


in the 


registration 


the term “ beans.” i 
inquiries into the matter since the subject 
was first mentioned on the earlier stage 
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proposed, “That the words 
be left out stand part oi the 
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HICKS BEACH: | 


certainly been under the impression that 
locust beans were taxed under the old 


duty and were included in 
But I have made 
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of the Bill, and I find that though locust 





ling) beans may have been included in the 

1am) imports of beans, there is no trace of their 
having been taxed. Therefore, on that 
ground, and as they are in no sense 
grain, if the Committee desire to omit 
locust beans, I have no objection. 

ord) 

—_ Amendment agreed to. 

wa Mr. HAROLD RECKITT moved to 
exempt rice from the tax on the ground 
that it was a raw material largely 
usecl in the manufactures of the 
country. But not only was it used 

igh) in the manufacture of rice-starch, but 

ord) it also largely entered into the com- 

position of feeding stuffs and cakes. 

) Rice was in the same position as locust 
beans in that it was not taxed under 

acs the old registration duty, so that if 
there was any substance in that remark 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
consider the faet in giving his answer 

E) upon this Amendment, but of a total 


E) import of rice, including broken rice, 


ngs) into the United Kingdom, of 250,000 
Re) tons in 1901, 125,000 tons were re- 
exported from London and Liverpool 
and he asked the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to remember that fact. A very 
large proportion of the rice came from 
rT our own possessions, India and Burmah, 
in) and not from foreign countries, and in 
that respect rice ditfered entirely from 
5) maize, which was entirely a product ot 
sp the United States. If the consumer of 


rice in this country was not going to 


th) hear the duty, we were throwing the tax 
’.) upon India and Burma, and those who 

took an interest in our possessions were 

aware that those countries were hardly 

able to bear the increased taxation. If, 
a on the other hand, it was to be borne by 
a the people of this country, he thought it 
oi would) be found that those who used 
— ree in starch manufactures (in this 
the country) in feeding stuffs would have to 

be ar the tax themsel\ es, and not be able 

to put it on the consumer, because if 
had they manufactured, or sold on the 
hat market, an article at so much per Ib., 
old it was almost impossible to raise the 
in price in any way to meet the tax imposed 
ade of threepence per cwt. As the only 
ject person in the House connected with the 


nee and starch trade in this country, he 
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Bill. 
felt that in moving this Amendment he 
was treading on tender ground, because 
the House should always look with sus- 
picion on hon. Members who rose to 
support trade interests with which they 
were themselves connected. If they were 
to pursue the policy of adding articles 
to the Schedule for taxation it would be 
unfortunate for the country, because 
every article added would mean an 
additional Member financially interested 
in the tax. In dealing with this matter 
they should make their Schedule as short 
as possible, cutting out, as far as possible, 
all unimportant articles, and, above all, 
eliminating all articles which were raw 
material, and which were imported into 
this country solely and only for the 
purpose of our trade and the development 
of our commerce. 


NE 1902} 


Amendment proposed in page 5, line 15, 
to leave out the words “ Rice (other than 
whole and cleaned rice).”—(Mr. furold 


Reckitt.) 


(Question proposed, “That the words pro 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Schedule.” 


*(6.40.) Str M. HICKS BEACH said 
that was afraid that he could not 
possibly agree with the Amendment. 
The hon. Member himself had shown 
that rice was used for precisely the same 
purposes as wheat or any other kind 
of grain. He knew it was used partly 
in the manufacture of starch, but it 
would be unreasonable to impose a duty 
on wheat and maize, and exclude rice, 
which was a grain used for identical 
purposes, and had no particular claim 
on the ground of its consumption by 
the very ‘poor, such as had _ been 
urged in favour of other grain. The 
hon. Member had stated that rice was 
not taxed under the old Act, but, whether 
that was so or not, he thought it ought 
to be included now. The total product 


1 
ne 


of the tax on rice would be about 
£55,000. 
(6.43.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250; 
Noes, 167. (Division List No. 227.) 
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(6.50.) Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS 
(Merionethshire) moved an Amendment 
to reduce the duty on offals of the 
articles mentioned in the first part of 
the Schedule to 13d. per ewt. He said 
this was a modest Amendment, and he 
was in hopes that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would see its reasonableness 
and aecept it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man evidently considered that the raw 
material should be taxed at a lighter 
rate than the prepared article. It might, 
therefore, be reasonably contended that 
residual products should be taxed at 
a still lighter rate. There were very 
strong reasons for this, both on fiscal 
and economic grounds. The importa- 
tion of wheat offals amounted to 
6,000,000 ewts. a year, and if the duty 


proposed by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer were imposed, a_ great 
quantity of them would be diverted 


from this country, and he would be 
disappointed in his hopes of revenue. 
If, however, the duty were reduced to 
lid. the trade would not be much 
affected. The economical reason was 
that these offals formed most valuable 
food for cattle, pigs, and poultry, and 
at certain seasons the demand was con- 
siderably in excess of the home supply. 
If these offals were admitted free on 
the Continent, and were used to feed 
live stock which was afterwards admitted 
free to this country, this tax would be 
eminently uniair to British farmers. 
The reduction which he proposed was 
small with regard to the revenue in- 
volved, and yet it was of immense im- 
portance to the interests affected. 


Amendment proposed, in page 5, line 
16, after the word “articles” to insert 
‘at the rate of 1d. the ewt.” 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) said he should like to put 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
a further argument in favour of this 
Amendment. On behalf of the agri 
cultural Members of the House he 
wished to draw attention to what 
would happen if offals were taxed at all. 
Offals were the residue in the production 
of the higher class meals, and were of 
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small value. The value of offals was 
from 70s. to 80s. per ton, and it was 
proposed to tax them 5s. per ton. That 
was from 7} to8 per cent. on the value 
of the article. The tax was paid by the 
dealer and he got a profit on that equal 
to 2percent. Therefore, it was proposed 
to tax this important article for the 
aricultural industry 10 per cent. on its 
value. He belonged to a part of the 
country where the farmers were largely 
engaged in cattle feeding, and the pro- 
duction of milk and butter, and to them 
offals were of enormous importance. The 
co.npetition of the farmers of Ayrshire, 
Renfrewshire, and Lanarkshire was with 
Denmark and Holland, and in these 
countries there were no taxes on offals, 
so that the home farmers would be handi- 
capped to the extent of 10 per cent. If 
it was said that the producer at the far 
end paid the tax, then the American 
producer would no longer send the 
offals to this country but to Denmark 
and Holland, where they would have no 
duty to pay. And if the supply of offals 
to this country was cut off, the duty on 
the raw material which was so largely 
utilised for the production of beef, milk, 
and butter would rise from 10 per cent. 
to 25 per cent. The agricultural interest 
had only been maintained by the enter- 
prise of the men engaged in it, and bya 
curious irony of fate the Government 
were going to impose a 10 per cent. tax 
on the two sections of it in England and 
Scotland which had been able to hold 
their own. If this were persevered with 
they would hear about it in the counties. 
He did trust that the agricultural in- 
terest, which had great claims on the 
consideration of the Government, would 
not be included in this universal net of 
taxation ;and that they would be put upon 
a parity with their competitors in foreign 
lands. Hesubmitted that a much stronger 
case had been made out for dealing in an 
equitable way with the farmers than 
with the stareh makers, and he trusted 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would see his way to accept the Amend- 
ment. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH said he would 
point out to the Committee that there 
was this difficulty in regard to this 
matter; that if offals were entirely 
xempt from taxation it would give a 
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great premium on _ milling wheat | 
abroad before it was imported into | 
this country, which was the last | 
thing they desired. He disputed the | 


figures of the hon. Member for Camlachie | 
in regard to the percentage of the 3d. | 
per cwt. duty on the value of offals. 
Some of the offals were of low value, 
but others, including the great bulk of | 
wheat offals, were of high value. It had 
been mentioned to him that some of them 
were worth £5 per ton, or even more. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS said that 


the price varied. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that of 
course the price varied with the quality. 
He was anxious to meet the wishes of hon. 
Members in this matter, if the Committee 
lesired that offals should be more 
favourably treated ; and he was prepared 
togo as far as the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Merionethshire. He 
could not accept the form of the Amend- 
ment, because they must clearly define 
what offals were meant. They must 
not have a valuable meal, sor mething 
that was nearly equal to the value of 


four, included as offal. They must be 
low’ fide offals. If the hon. Member 
would withdraw his Amendment, he 


would be prepared to move the insertion 
of the words— 

* Any offals which are feeding stuffs that are 
proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioners 
not to contain than 50 per 
cent of starch, per ewt, 14d.” 


of Customs more 
and this would be followed by a defini- 
tion of the offals liable to that duty. He 
would like to add that he had been very 
much influenced in this matter by a 
desire to do something for the agricul 
turists of Ireland. He was informed 
that bran was very much used among 
agriculturists in some parts of Ireland, 
and he had in this Amendment 
endeavoured to compensate them in some 
way forthe resistance he was obliged to 
offer to their previous proposals. 


Mr. DILLON said he did not like to 
use strong language, but he regarded 
the last observation of the Chane ‘ellor of 
the Exchequer as adding insult to injury. 
‘Hon. Members on the Ministerial 
Benches: ‘‘Oh, oh.”’] 
the Exchequer had absolutely refused to 
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make any concession in reply to the 
appeal which the Nationalist Members 
had made on behalf of the poorest of the 
Irish people for a reduction of the tax on 
Indian meal, which was their principal 
food, yet the moment a Scottish or 
English Member got up and appealed for 
a reduction of the tax in regard to maize 
used for starch, or in regard to feeding 
stuffs for cattle, the right hon. Gentle- 
man at once made the concession. 
Having absolutely refused to give any 
concession on the food of the people in 
response to the appeal of the Irish Mem- 
bers, yet the moment a few Scottish or 
English Members made an appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman he immediately 
yielded, although they had not been able 
to make out any case to be compared 
with the case made out on behalf of 
Ireland. At the last moment, the right 
hon. Gentleman said he was sorry he 
was not able to meet fully the appeal of 


the Irish Members: but the right hon. 
Gentleman knew perfectly well that 
next to no concession had been made j 


response to that appeal. From beginning 
to end he was opposed to this iniquitous 
taxation, and, therefore, he would net 
oppose that or any other reduction of it ; 


but he would not permit the Amend- 
ment to pass without protesting against 
the different manner in which poor 


people in Ireland and fat cattle in Eng- 
land were to be treated. The Irish 
Members had appealed to lift the tax off 
the food of starving people, who were 
driven to that wretched food which, as a 
sole food, was utterly unfitted for any 
human being; but the v received no con- 
although when the right hon. 
Gentleman was appealed to on behalf 
of cattle feeders, he did make a con- 
cession. He thought that was most dis 
graceful and scandalous, and that the 
attention of the Irish people ought to be 
directed to it. 


cessit nh, 


(7.20.) Stir M. HICKS BEACH: | 
think I have cause to complain of the 
language of the hon. Gentleman. What 
| have said with regard to Ireland was 


said because, only on Thursday, the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone, who, 
| suppose, may be regarded as an inde- 


pendent Me mber of this House, told me 
that this very concession would be of 
great importance to the farmers of 
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Ireland. [Mr. Ditton: Of Ulster. The 
hon. Member said of Ulster.| Well, of 
Ireland. Ido not know why I should 
confine my view as towhat may benefit 
Ireland to the parts of it represented by 
hon. Members opposite, or why I may not 
listen occasionally to opinions expressed 
on this side of the House. Of course, if 
the House chooses not to accept the pro- 
posal, I will be prepared to let the Bill 
stand as it is; but | have made it in good 
faith. 


SYDNEY BUXTON said _ that 
as far as the concession went, they 
were prepared to accept it; and he 
congratulated his hon. friend on having 
obtained it. He wished, however, to 
direct attention to the great complica- 
tions and injustice which would re- 
sult from this taxation. They had two 
concessions that afternoon, and they were 
both based explicitly on the fact that if 
the concessions were not given, the tax, 
as it stood, would be a bounty in favour 
of the forcign exporter as against the 
home producer. ‘lhat argument would 
appear to be equally strong in regard 
to the question of maize and other grain ; 
and he confessed he could not see why 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
have given way on two small points, such 
as starch and offals, and stood firm with 
regard to greater matters. 


Mr. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have not 
given way on the question of starch. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he 
certainly understood that the right 
hon. Gentleman said that he was not 
only impressed with the arguments 
of his hon. friend, but that he had re- 


ceived communication from persons 
interested, and had promised to give 


them some concession in the matter in 
order to get rid of the bounty. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: A rebate to 
the makers of starch from maize. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that that 
was surely the same thing. ‘The right 
hon. Gentleman admitted that the foreign 
exporter would receive a benefit at the 
expense of the home producer; and 
what he desired to point out was that 


that would also apply to other parts of 


Sir WM. Hicks Beach. 
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the schedule. The right hon. Gentleman 
was able to give a rebate or concession 
in regard to minor matters, but he was 
unable to meet equally strong objections 
to other taxes. That showed the great 
complexity, difficulty, and danger which 
were involved by the introduction of 
this taxation. 


Mr. FLYNN said he thought the 
concession of the right hon. Gentleman 
was somewhat artificial. The right hon. 
Gentleman had given concessions to the 
Scottish and English Members, but he 
assumed a very different attitude towards 
the case of the Irish Members, which 
was listened to with sympathy in all 
parts of the House. However, they 
would give the right hon. Gentleman 
another opportunity of considering 
whether the people of Ireland were 
entitled to any concession after the case 
which had been made out on their 
behalf. He was sure they would have 
the votes of hon. Members opposite if 
they were not beund by their Party 
obligations. ; 


Mr. HAROLD RECKITT said he 
would ask leave to withdraw the Amend- 
ment, as he felt that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had done something to 
relieve agriculturists from what they 
looked upon as a burden. He _ hoped 
that offals, which were first to be taxed 
at the rate of 5d., next at 3d., and now 
at 13d., might finally disappear from the 
Bill altogether. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

The Amendment proposed by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was agreed 
to. 


Mr. FLYNN said he now intended to 
put the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
a fair test. He assumed it would be 
agreed that if there were to be a tax on 
corn it should be as low as it possibly 
could on the food of the people. He 


‘would not traverse the ground which 


had been already covered as regarded 
wheat, barley and oats; but would come 
to the central point of his Amendment, 
which was maize. He did not consider 
that there was any insuperable difticulty, 
if the Chancellor of the Exchequer were 
willing, in reducing the proposed duty on 
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any article in the schedule. That had 
already been done in the Amendment 
which had just been passed. If at an 
earlier stage the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had given the Irish Members 
any intimation that he would be willing 
to consider the reduction of the duty on 
maize by 50 per cent., the debate might 
have been over long ago. Even if the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer gave such 
an undertaking now, he would not pro- 
ceed. He, however, saw no sign of 
assent on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman. He thought a very strong 
case had been made out for the reduction of 
the duty. Maize formed the food of the 
very poorest of the people in Ireland, and 
it was also largely employed in cattle 
feeding, fowl feeding, and other minor 
industries in Ireland. 


It being half-past Seven of the Clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report 
wain this evening. 


Progress; to. sit 


EVENING SITTING. 


FINANCE BILL. 


Considered in the Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
Schedule 1: 


(9.0.) Mr. FLYNN (continuing his 
speech) said that when just before half- 
past seven the Chancellor of the Ex 
chequer made a concession in regard to 
ital he must have had in his mind that 
the tax on offal fell largely upon those 
who were engaged incattle rearing and pig 
feeding. It was also a tax which fell on 
the consumer in Ireland, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman would not exclude maize 
together from his schedule, at least he 
might reduce the tax by one-half and 
thus lighten the burden which would, as 
a fact, fall upoi the poorest of the poor 
in Ireland. This duty on maize would 
extract £187,500annually from the pockets 
of the Irish people, and in Cork alone, 
taking the average importations for the 
last five years, the burden would represent 
£22,500 annually. As he had said 
earlier in the evening, this duty pressed 
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Ireland who largely consumed maize. 
Ireland was already admittedly overtaxed 
as compared with England and Scotland, 
and surely this was not the time to 
impose additional taxation. He hoped 
he had been able to make some impres- 
sion on the somewhat flinty conscience of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and he 
begged to move the reduction of the tax 
on maize by one-half. 


Amendment proposed — 

“In page 5, to leave out ‘the cwt. 
£0 Os. 3d.’ and insert ‘the ton £0 2s. 6d.’ ” — 
(Mr. Flynn.) 


Question proposed, “That the ewt. 
£0 Os, 3d. stand part of the schedule. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said the 
Amendment would lower the duty on all 
grain, and was therefore one which it was 
obviously impossible to accept. He had 
already made a considerable concession, 
and he could not understand the grounds 
on which the hon. Member made _ his 
proposal. It was a difficult thing to 
make a difference in the rate on one 
kind of corn, and for several reasons it 
was desirable that the tax on all corn 
should be the same. He did not think 
it could be shown that 3d. in the hundred- 
weight would have any influence on the 
price to the consumer. 


Mr. FLYNN: I only ask you to treat 
maize in the same way as offal. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH said if the hon. 
Member only wished that theduty on maize, 
and not corn generally, should be reduced 
to 1}d. the hundredweight, he would be 
glad if he could see his way to aid him. 
He certainly could not at the moment 
accept the Amendment, because it was 
absolutely necessary before he could re- 
duce the duty on maize that he should 
consider what the result would be upon 
other kinds of corn. Offhand he could 
not enter into any promise, and he must 
resist the Amendment, which went far 
beyond that single reduction. He would 
consider whether it would be possible to 
make a distinction between maize and 
other kinds of corn. There was, no 
doubt, this to be said, that, so far as 
Great Britain was concerned, it was a 
feeding stuff for cattle rather than human 
food, while in Ireland it was the food of 
the very poor. If, consistently with the 


most heavily on the very poorest in | fair working of the whole duty, he could 
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make the alteration he would be very 
glad to do so. Beyond that he could not 
go, and he would ask the hon. Member 
not to press his Amendment. 


*Mr. T. W RUSSELL thought this a 
statement of the utmost importance, and 
that it was an enormous advance on the 
right hon. Gentleman’s afternoon speech, 
though anyone could have seen even shen 
that had he foreseen the effect of the tax 
on maize the right hon. Gentleman would 
have had some difficulty in imposing it. 
If the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for North Cork simply meant the reduc- 
tion of the duty en maize by one-half he 
would gladly support it, but, according 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
Amendment would actually go much 
further than that reduction, and in 
view of the statement he thought it 
should not be pressed. The conces- 
sion as to offal already made was 
not to be scouted as a matter of no 
importance. But this went further. The 
putting of this tax on the food of the 
poorest of the poor was a sad business. 
It could not be said it was a blunder 
from want of knowledge If the potato 
crop in the west of Ireland failed, as 
probably it would with the present weather 
—and he heard that in many places the 
potatoes were being literally washed out 
of the ground in the west of lreland— 
there would be a serious condition of 
things to be faced by the Government of 
the day. He was sorry the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford was not 
present, but he hoped the Amendment 
would not now be pressed. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.) said the 
hon. Member who last spoke had made 
a very serious statement as to the 
position of affairs in the west of Ireland. 
There could not be the slightest doubt 
that there would be severe distress there. 
Unfortunately, maize was the food of 
the poorest of the poor, and yet, at the 
very time these people were called upon 
to tace bad harvests, the price of their 
food was to be increased. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was, however, 
a sympathetic man; the First lord and 
the President of the Board of Trade had 
both had experience of what distress in 
the west of Ireland really was, and he 
would make a special appeal to them all 
not to enforce this tax. He regretted 

Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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the absence from the House of the Chief 
Secretary, who ought to be there to tell 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer what the 
real position of affairs was; but he felt 
confident that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would not press this tax on 
the food of the poorest of the poor. 


(9.25.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs): [am notsurprised 
that the right hon. Gentleman hesitated 
to give a positive assurance to the House, 
because the more we examine _ this 
duty and the nature of the different 
articles to which it refers, the more they 
appear interlocked, and the greater 
seems the difficulty in making such a 
distinction. So the right hon. Gentle- 
man is wise in not making an offhand 
promise, though it is obvious that so far 


‘as his disposition goes, it is in favour of 


making the concession — a concession 
not only in the interest of the farmer, but a 
concession which affects the interest of the 
breeder of cattle, and (above all this is pre 
sent to my mind) of the underfed and 
destitute people in the West of Ireland, 
whose cause has been put before the Com- 
mittee with so much foree. Every Member 
of the Committee will congratulate the 
right hon. Gentleman on having taken 
the course he has taken in showing so 
much direct sympathy with the case put 
so plainly before him. With those who 
have already spoken, I hope that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s wish and 
hope will be something more than a wish 
and hope, and that, when he has looked 
into the matter and avoided any possible 
dangers connected with the concession, 
he will be able to make this substantial 
concession, and thereby afford, not the 
complete relief some of us would like to 
have seen, but, at all events, a consider- 
able relief to those who so much require 
1t. 


Mr. FLYNN sincerely hoped the 
promise of the right hon. Gentleman 
would result in some practical good. He 
recognised the spirit in which he had 
been met, and, therefore, asked leave to 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said the 
right hon. Gentleman had made con- 
siderable Amendments in regard to the 
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correlative duty on offal, and the Motion 
he desired to bring forward was one 
raising the question of the correlative 
duty as between flour and wheat. In 
olden times the du y on wheat was 3d., 
and the correlative on flour 4$d. Ac- 
cording to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, those figures were based on 
acalculation of the average quantity of 
corn required to make a certain amount 
of flour. It might be assumed that that 
was the basis upon which the right hon. 
Gentleman was now proceeding, but he 
had raised the correlative from 44d. to 
jd. One of the reasons put forward for 
the change was that since the repeal of 
the registration duty the circumstances 
of the milling industry had undergone a 
great change; and that under the 
present process there was a yield of only 
about 72 per cent. of flour as against 
80 per cent. under the old process ; and 
that in order to equalise the duty as 
between flour and wheat, the duty on 
the former must be somewhat higher 
than was formerly the case. In making 
that statement the right hon. Gentleman 
had gone on a fanciful assumption. The 
duty was never levied on the basis of an 
80 per cent. extraction of flour, the old 
process of stone milling never produced 
such a percentage, and the modern 
process of roller milling had always 
produced more than the old process. It 
was not a difficult matter to find out the 
basis upon which the duties were 
formerly levied. In 1828, when the 
Corn Law was passed, a barrel of flour 
weighing 196 pounds was deemed to be 
the product of 298 pounds of wheat. 
That gave an extraction of flour of 66 
per cent., and that basis was taken right 
through the continuance of the corn 
laws and the maintenance of the regis- 
tration duty. In 1864, when Mr. 
Gladstone adopted the plan of assessing 
wheat by weight, instead of by measure, 
he established the wheat duty at 3d. and 
the flour duty at 43d., thus adhering to 
the 66 per cent. basis, and if the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer now intended to 
make it 5d. he was certainly going in for 
Protection. A hundred ewt. of wheat at 
3d. came to 25s., while the 72 per cent. of 
flour at 5d. represented 30s., or a clear 
discrimination of 20 per cent. against 
flour—leaving out of the question alto- 
gether the duty on offals which was all | 
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to the good. Even if the correlative 
were maintained at the old figure of 
43d., there would still be a discrimina- 
tion of 8 per cent. against flour. The 
right hon. Gentleman had declared there 
was no Protection in the present Budget. 
If he really meant that he should establish 
the true correlative by making the duty 
on flour exactly equivalent to that on the 
amount of raw material necessary to pro- 
duce a certain amount of flour, taking 
the yield of flour as being 72 per cent., 
the respective figures ought to be 3d. and 
33d. His Amendment proposed to 
reduce flour to 4d., because the fact 
had to be taken into consideration 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
get something additional from the 
importation of offals. In reply to a 
deputation, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had justified his correlative on 
the ground that the duties related to all 
kinds of grain, and to all kinds of meal 
manufactured from that grain, and that 
it was impossible for him to consider 
these duties entirely from the point of 
view of the importers of wheat flour. 
3ut wheat flour bore an overwhelming 
proportion to all other flours, and it had 
quite enough burden of its own to bear, 
without having to carry that of any other 
flour. There were about 22,500,000 ewts. 
of flour imported, from which the right 
hon. Gentleman would receive a revenue 
of about £500,000. Why should that 
flour have to bear an unjust incidence ? 
Why should not the duty be levied 
exactly on the basis claimed for it? The 
right hon. Gentleman had said that it 
was not to the interest of the country 
that these large importations of flour 
should continue, and that it would be 
better to import the grain, and grind it 
here. What right had he to make such 
statements ? The right hon. Gentleman 
had challenged the Opposition to prove 
that this was a Protectionist Budget, and 
all the time his mind was working in the 
direction of arguing that it was not to 
the interest of the country that we should 
have free importations of flour. If it 
were not a Protectionist Budget, he should 
not be concerned at all with what came into 
the country ; all he had to do was to fix 
the true correlative, and let the trade of 
the country please itself as to whether it 
imported the raw material or the flour. 


| This discrimination of 20 per cent. would 


deal a heavy blow to the milling industry 
2D2 
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in the Colonies, and he was perfectly 
certain that the Colonial Premiers would 
have something to say on the subject. 
The right hon. Gentleman would also 
miss his mark if he hoped by this tax to 
benefit the English miller. There were 
two classes of English millers—the port 
millers and the country millers. The 
former were no friends of the English 
farmer, because many of them did not 
grind a single pound of English wheat. 
But the discrimination against wheat 
would do a great amount of harm to the 
country millers, who milled the English 
wheat crop. That crop when ground 
would not compete with other flours 
unless mixed with stronger flours, such 
as those from Manitoba. He understood 
that the country millers blended 30 or 
40 per cent. of those stronger flours with 
their English flour, and they would soon 
ery out if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
handicapped the importation of those 
particular flours, of which they were in 
so much need. The fact that three-fifths 
of the English wheat crop was grown in 
the home counties, and that into the home 
counties and the Port of London came 
40 per cent. of the importation of flour, 
tended to prove that where the produc- 
tion of English wheat was greatest, there 
was also the greatest demand for these 
stronger flours from abroad for mixing 


purposes. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer thought he had made a good 


point by asking why country millers did 
not import American grain and grind it, 
but the reply to that was that they had not 
the necessary machinery for the purpose 
liketheport miller. Thecountry millerdid 
not possess all the modern machinery for 
milling, and his machinery was only fit 
to deal with soft wheat. In arguing in 
favour of this Amendment his object was 
first of all to come face to face with this 
question of Protection. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had told them over and 
over again that he really desired to keep 
flour from coming into this country, and 
it would be very interesting to hear what 
he had to say in favour of imposing this 
high correlative tax. This was a tax 
which cought not to be tolerated, and he 
begged to move his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, 


ie 


to leave out ‘5d.,’ and insert 


(Ur. Kearley.) 
Question proposed, “ That ‘5d.’ stand 
part of the Schedule.’ ” 


Mr, Kearley. 
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*(9.55.) Str M. HICKS BEACH: In 
this matter it is now, as in former years, 
the corn duty from which is deduced 
the duty on flour of all kinds, and 
the proportion of that duty is settled 
according to the following consider. 
ations: §First, according to the relative 
value of flour and of the grain from which 
the flour is made ; secondly, according to 
the additional value conferred on flour by 
the process of manufacture ; and, thirdly, 
with regard to the economic effect of im- 
porting into this country flour without 
the offal, which is undoubtedly a creat 
loss to agriculture here and a great gain 
to the country where the offal was re- 
tained. Those views practically were 
acted upon by Sir Robert Peel in 1849 
and by Mr. Gladstone in 1864, and the 
hon. Member now calmly proposes to 
give a bonus to importers of foreign 
flour into this country, as compared with 
the former duty. He proposes that the 
duty on flour, which was then fixed at 
43d., as compared with the duty of 3d. 
on corn, should be reduced to 4d. The 
hon. Member has spoken solely in the 
interests of a few agents of foreign im- 
porters into this country and of the 
foreign importers themselves. 


Mr. KEARLEY : I have proposed this 
Amendment in the interests of the country 
millers. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: And I venture 
to say, on the other hand, that I have 
made this proposal in the interests of the 
people in this country, and it is contrary 
to those interests that the Amendment 
should be adopted. In the year 1267, 
the year before this duty on corn was 
abolished, out of our total imports of 
breadstuffs not more than a one-twenty- 
second part consisted of flour. Last 
year one-eighth of the total import 
consisted of flour and I think that is a 
very bad thing for this country. We 
want the whole grain, and I have made 
this proposal in order to get the whole 
grain, and I have raised the old 4!d. to 
5d. because the amount of flour produced 
from a hundredweight of grain has 
been considerably lessened since the days 
of stone-milling. The average value of 
a hundredweight of flouris now more than 
50 per cent. above the average value of 
grain,and therefore the average duty upon 


, flour ought to be more than 50 per cent. 
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above the duty upon grain. For that 
reason [ have fixed the duty at 5d., in 
order that it may be equalised with the 
duty on corn. [am bound to say that 
the hon. Member is more in favour of 
the foreign exporter than the foreign 
exporters themselves. I hold in my 
hand a quotation from a leading trade 
journal at Minneapolis, which is the 
headquarters of the export trade in flour. 
The .Vorth Western Miller says— 


* Allowing that the British miller can make a 
barrel of flour out of 45 bushels of wheat, which 
isabout the yield the American gets, the tax 
on his product made from imported wheat 
would be about 144 cents the barrel. The tax 
ona barrel of imported flour slightly exceeds 
7 cents. It is probable that the average 
sritish miller uses more wheat to the barrel of 
flour than his American competitor. On the 
whole it would seem fair to estimate 3 cents 
per barrel as the handicap which the new 
duties place on imported flour. 
miller is, on the whole, relieved to find that he 
has escaped the Budget with nothing worse than 
this comparatively small dilference in favour 
of his British competitors. In fact, if it were 
not for the far more serious handicap to the 
export of flour made by the American railways 
in their differential rates against flour and in 
favour of wheat, the British duty would not be 
worthy of consideration. If the transportation 
interests east of Buffalo placed flour and grain 
for export on a parity, this would overcome 
the adverse effect of the British duty.” 


They have done so since those words 


were written. The quotation 
cludes— 


con- 


* Minneapolis millers are generally of opinion 
that the daty will have no serious effect on 
their trade with the United Kingdom.” 


In the face of that statement the hon. 
Member tells me that this duty is Protee- 
tion in favour of the British miller 
against the American miller. The state- 
ment is, | venture to say, absurd, and I 
decline to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. SY DNEY BUXTON said the Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer had often thrown 
out an insinuation that hon. Members, 
In opposing this tax upon corn, were 
representing special interests. Person- 
ally he did not represent any special 
interests, but, in his opinion, this duty 
should be levied without any Protective 
basis at all. The right hon. Gentleman 
had stated that he had based his pro- 
posals on the principles which animated 
Sir Robert Peel and Mr. Gladstone in 
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1864. That was a very long time ago, 
and the right hon. Gentleman said he 
did not think those were precedents 
which they required to follow at the 
present moment. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer quoted Sir Robert Peel and Mr. 
Gladstone, but it was a very great pity 
that he did not follow their examples, 
because Mr. Gladstone placed this duty 
at 44d., and the right hon. Gentleman 
was placing it at 5d. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had described this as a 
discriminating duty at 44d., but if that 
was so, surely it must be very consider- 
ably more discriminating at 5d. It 
seemed to him that the whole point of 
this particular argument turned upon the 
question of what amount of flour could be 
produced from a given quantity of grain. 
The whole question was what was a fair 
proportion to put on the flour. The right 
hon. Gentleman said the other day in 
one of his speeches that he based this 
proportion on 72 per cent. of flour per 
ewt. of corn. That would work out at a 
little over 4d., and the old tax was based 
upon 66 per cent. which worked out at 
4)d. The right hon. Gentleman practi- 
cally worked this out at something not 
between 4d. and 4}d. but at 5d. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer now said 
that this was due to the improved process 
of milling, but it seemed a very curious 
thing that the millers should produce 
less flour froma given amount of corn 
than under the old system. They all 
knew that the old system did not produce 
anything like the amount of flour from 
a given quantity of corn as millers 
did at the present time with their more 
modern machinery. He was more 
concerned with what fell from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in this 
debate, and the other day in reply 
to a deputation of millers. He did not 
care two straws about the millers or the 
importers, but what he did care about 
was that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
should keep to the position which they 
certainly understood he laid down when 
he asked them to pass this bread tax. 
The right hon. Gentleman had en- 
deavoured to obtain a large majority on 
previous occasions by informing the 
Committee that this was a Free Trade 
tax, with not a shadow of Protection 
about it; but he now admitted that it 
was a discriminating duty in favour of 
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corn as against flour. He, therefore, did 
not think the right hon. Gentleman 
had treated the Committee fairly. More 
than once, and with some indignation, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
repudiated the idea that there was any 
Protection or any discrimination in this 
grain duty, and he had practically said just 
now that the imports of flour were a 
very bad thing, and that he did not desire 
to disguise from the House the fact -that 
he had put this duty high in order that 
he would get more grain introduced into 
this country instead of flour, which he 
thought would be a great advantage. 
In the course of the debate upon this 
tax, he ventured to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury to give them some 
definition of what was meant by a Pro- 
tective duty. The right hon. Gentleman, 
however, refused to be drawn, and 
declined to say at what particular level 
he considered that a tax became a 
Protective duty. The right hon. Gentle- 
man did give a definition of what he 
considered was a Protective duty, and 
he said— 

‘*The hon. Gentleman asked me to say when 
was a tax a Protective tax? When it is a tax 
which protects. A tax which protects is a tax 
which discourages imports and encourages 
home manufactures.” 


He did not consider that a complete 
definition of a Protective duty, but he 
was prepared to stand or fall by it in 
regard to this particular question. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer practically told the 
Committee a few minutes ago that he 
was going to encourage the home manu- 
facture of flour and to discourage imports 
of foreign flour. 


*Sr M. HICKS BEACH said that 
what he did say was that he would not 
encourage the imports of foreign flour as 
compared with the imports of corn. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said upon this 
point he was within the recollection of the 
House, and what he understood the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequertosay wasthat large 
imports of flour were a very bad thing 
for this country, and he now said that 
what he wanted was the grain. To his 
mind, and apparently to the mind of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 


Mr. Sydney Buxton. 
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House this was a Protective duty. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had _ not 
been content with 44d. on flour as against 
3d. on corn. He had increased the 
former figure to 5d. He had admitted 
that the duty was a discriminating duty 
in favour of corn. According to the 
definition given by the Leader of the 
House this was Protection. For this 
reason, and on account of the extraordinary 
complications to which this duty led, he 
was opposed to the proposal of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


*(10.15.) Mr. HUNTER CRAIG (Lan- 
arkshire, Govan) said the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had accused certain hon, 
Members of sinister motives in standing 
up to defend their views, but he begged 
leave to repudiate any such insinuations. 
He had been a member of the corn trade 
all his lifetime and he had, standing in his 
name on the Paper, an Amendment upon 
the point now under discussion. He could 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that as 
far as he was personally concerned this 
tax on corn and flour would be a benetit 
rather than otherwise to the large 
importers in this country because of the 
additional capital necessary to finance 
this tax. It was decidedly Protective 
as regards flour. He would — give 
an illustration. Take for an example 
a cargo of 4,000 tons of wheat which, 
at 3d. per ewt. duty, would pay 
£1,000. The foreign or colonial miller 
who milled 4,000 tons of wheat and shipped 
the equivalent in flour and offal—that 
was 2,880 tons of flour and 1,120 tons of 
offal—instead of paying the duty of 
£1,000 on the wheat cargo, paid duty on 
the manufactured articles at 5d. on flour 
anda 14d. on bran, amounting to £1,340, 
being a discrimination against the 
Canadian, Australian, and foreign millers, 
and in favour of the home miller to the 
extent of £480 per cargo of 4,000 tons, 
or 34 per cent. more duty on flour and 
offalthan on wheat. The country millers 
bought foreign flour largely to give 
strength to flour made from English 
wheat, and they would be hit by this 5d. 
tax on flour. All that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer claimed in his Budget 
speech was a correiative duty on flour 
and meal equal to that on wheat, but he 
was now giving a preferential rate of 34 


per cent. in favour of wheat with 
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offal included. He would consider for a 
moment the duty on flour alone, leaving 
offal out of the question. Four thousand 
tons of wheat paid £1,000. The equivalent 
of that quantity of wheat was 2,280 tons 
of flour, which at 5d. paid £1,200, being 
£200, or 20 per cent. in favour of the 
home miller, besides which he got his 
bran free of duty. This enabled him to 
reduce the price of flour, giving the home 
miller an additional advantage over 
foreign flour. If this Amendment 
were accepted, making it 4d. on flcur, 
which with 1d. on offal, 4,000 tons 
would pay £1,100 or 11 per cent., or 
£100 more than the same quantity of 
wheat. This tax would be a great hardship 
upon the Colonies. If the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer insisted upon this tax 
of 5d. on flour then he ought to come 
out into the open and declare himself no 
longer a Free Trader but a Protec- 
tionist. He was sure all hon. Mem- 
bers felt that Canadian and Foreign 
millers would be terribly handicapped by 
these discriminations and this Protective 
duty against the colonial and foreign 
millers. He hoped that what he had said 
would carry some weight and would 
have some influence upon the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
that he was not a corn dealer, and 
was not interested in the corn trade, 
but he had taken some trouble to find 
out the proportion of flour produced 
from wheat. As he understood the 
argument put forward, it was that Mr. 
Gladstone fixed the proportion at 43d., 
but since then the process of milling had 
so much improved the proportion of 
four produced, that the figure ought to 
beless than 43d. rather than more. He 
wished to point out that that argument 
was entirely based upon an erroneous 
conception. Some twenty years ago 
from 100 lbs. of wheat millers would 
produce 75 Ibs. of flour and 25 Ibs. of 
offal, but owing to the demand of the 
public for a finer flour which made 
whiter bread, the practice of millers had 
during the last twenty years entirely 
changed, and instead of producing 75 
lbs. of flour and 25 lbs. of offal their 
practice today was to produce about 65 
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Ibs. of flour and 35 Ibs. of offal. Heknew 
that the best mills in thiscountry were, at 
the present time, only producing from 67 
to 68 per cent. of flour from 100 lbs. of 
wheat. ‘These figures had been given in 
evidence as peing the result of the 
practice at some of the best mills in the 
country. Against the 43d. duty which 
Mr. Gladstone fixed, certainly 5d. was 
not too large a figure in proportion 
to the demands on the miller at the 
present time. The whole question 
seemed to be whether the proportion 
should be between 4d. or 5d. He 
thought the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was right in looking to the low price of 
offal, and considering whether the 
fraction in dispute should be up or down. 
In his judgment the Chancell ir of the 
Exchequer, had fixed the nearest figure 
which represented the equivalent in 
price. The hon. Gentleman opposite had 
asked that the tax should be taken of 
offal as compared with wheat. It was a 
matter of the highest importance if this 
extra fraction would have the effect of 
bringing grain instead of flour into this 
country, for this would be an advantage 
to everybody, and it would also enable 
the farmer to produce live stock ata 
He thought that was an 
admitted fact. It had been said that 
this tax was dealing a blow at the 
Colonies, but he denied that statement, 
for on the contrary he believed it would 
be a distinct advantage to them. He 
was not frightened at the bogey of Pro- 
tection, and he did not worship the idot 
of Free Trade. He believed that common 
sense was superior either to Free Trade or 
Protection. If this tax did give them 
some chance of doing their Colonies a 
good turn then it would be an advantage. 
What he submitted to the Committee 
was that the nearest fraction had been 
fixed upon having regard to the improve- 
ment in the process of production which 
had taken place since the time when Mr. 
Gladstone fixed the duty. He would 
remind the Committee that there was 
such a thing as encouraging imports, 
and the argument was that they were 
encouraging the importation of grain as 
against the importation of flour. When 
it was a question of encouraging one, and 
discouraging the other, as was the case 
in regard to this tax, the difficulty was 
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not solved by appealing to words like 
Protection and Free Trade, but by 
appealing to common sense. 


(10.30.) Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, 
Launceston) said he was puzzled with 
the speech which had been made by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. He 
did not expect that the taxes chosen 
by the right hon. Gentleman would 
please him, but he was surprised to hear 
him say that this was not a Protective 
tax. The right hon. Gentleman said it 
was absurd for hon. Members on this 
side of the House to call this a Protective 
tax. In his opinion it was not absurd to 
say it was Protective, because to make 
that assertion was simply true. They 
did not need to go to the organ of 
the Minneapolis millers in order to find 
this out, for it wasonly necessary for them 
to go as far as the multiplication table 
to see clearly that this was a Protective 
tax. He would take the figures given 
by his hon. friend opposite in order to 
show that his statement was correct, 
although he thought the figures chosen 
were far too favourable to his own case. 
Two-thirds of the weight of corn became 
flour. The tax on fiour was 5d, and 
the tax on corn 3d. Therefore flour 
pad more than the corn from which 
it was made. There was one halfpenny 
against the import of flour, apart from 
any tax on offals. What did it matter 
to the agricultural interest whether the 
flour and the offals came in the same or 
in different packages? Yet the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer put a preference 
of 20 per cent. in favour of corn, as 
against flour and offals. That was 
simply to protect the trade which 
divided the flour from the offals. In- 
stead of calling it absurd, would the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer answer that 
argument ? He had not dared to go into 
the question of cargoes like his hon. friend 
behind him, but it was a mere question 
of reckoning small figures. It was a 
simple caleulation that one and a half 
times 3d. was 4$d., and that one-third 


of Il}d. was 3d. That was all! the 
mental arithmetic which he asked the 
supporters of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to do. The consequence 


was that if they imported corn in the 
Mr. Bousfie ld. 
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shape of flour and offals, so that it came 
in to the benefit of the British consumer 
and the British farmer, they would 
find that they paid 20 per cent. more 
than if imported in the state which 
required the assistance of the British 
miller. In other words, this tax was 
heavily in favour of the British miller, 
and had nothing whatever to do with 
the desire to get offals into England. 
If the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
merely wished to get offals into this 
country, he could have afforded to 
allow them to come in untaxed, be- 
cause he was getting more by the tax 
on flour than upon the corn from 
which it was produced. They would 
be quite content if they would leave 
the tax on the flour and take it 
entirely off the offals. This proposal 
was nothing else but Protection. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I will answer 
the Question put to me by my hon. and 
learned friend opposite. The tax on 
flour and offals separately ought to be 
greater than the tax on corn, for the 
simple reason that those articles are 
manufactured abroad, and come to this 
country as manufactured articles. 1 
demur to the hon. Member’s 20 per 
cent.; but if the manufactared articles 
are allowed to come in at the same rate 
as the raw material a premium is given 
to the foreign manufacturer. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said 
he did not think that the last argu- 
ment of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
ought to be allowed to pass without 
some observations, At first it was 
stated that this was imposed as a war 
tax, but now that argument had gone. 
They were also told that this was the 
proposal of a Free Trader, but now that 
argument had also gone. It was now 
clearly and frankly admitted by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that this 
was a Protective tax, and he hoped that 
the debate would not stop where it was 
at present. He hoped that some hon. 
Members opposite, and more especially 
the Unionist members, would get up and 
express their opinion as to this change 
of policy indicated by the right hon. 


Gentleman. He did not think that a 
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change of this kind ought to be allowed 
to pass sub silentio, especially when the 
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statement was made so frankly by the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
first time for fifty years they were face 


For the 


(10.38.) 


toface with the fact that a Minister of 


the Crown was found defending a tax 
on distinctly Protective grounds, and he 
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Covhill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Volomb,Sird ohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, TT. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb, Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Seott 

Dighy, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt Hon. SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edwara 
Fereusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, Willism Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Gardner, Ernest 

Cartit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
(codson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, HnJ. E.( Elgin Nairn) 
Gore, HnG. h.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Croulding, Edward Alired 
Greene, SirEW (Bry S Edi’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Lord G.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marg.of( L’nd’nder’y 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon, Robert Wim. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hobhonse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hoge, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Shetlield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon..James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo, T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
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hoped Liberal Unionists opposite would 
remember that fact. 


Question put. 


Ayes, 216 > Ni es, 


Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH( Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loekwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,s) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Franeis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J. (Antrim, E.) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M:Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Riehard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WH (Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,JohnThregmort'n 
Milner, RtHon.SirFrederickG. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More. Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptf rd) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Marray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Penn John 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higygins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
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Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, RtHon. Chas. Thomson 
{obertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Saunderson, Rt. HnCol. Edw.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,A b+! H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
‘ampbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, Jolin Joseph 

Condon, ‘Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, Williatn Randal 
Cross, Alexander ((ilasgow) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans.SirFraneis H( Maidst’'ne 
Evans,Samuel 'T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

French, Peter 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. FP. 

Furness, Sir Curistopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


~~ 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdUniv 
Thornton, Perey N. 
Tollemarche, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vineceat,Col. SirC. E. H (Shef’ld 
Walker. Cel. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col ACE (Taunton 
Welhy,Sir CharlesG. E.( Notts) 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und Lyne 


NOES. 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Pydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.( Bristol, E. ) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hodson E. 

Kinloch SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law,Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘kKenna, Reginald 

M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, Jolin J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moriey, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 
(Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (INilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 
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Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E.R (Bath) 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Re. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Majoc W.H, 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O' Kelly, James( Roscommon N, 
O'Malley, Walliam 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pirie, Duncan VY. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redimond,Johnk. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rige, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighis.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Sehwann, Charles FE. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt HnC. R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 5. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkioson, James 

Toulnin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannat) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
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Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) | Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(H’ddersf'd | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) | Young, Samuel 


Question proposed, “ That Schedule 1 
stand part of the Bill.” 


(10.50.) Mr. LOUGH said he did not 
exactly know where they stood in regard 
to the Schedule. He thought the Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer should make it 
dearer in regard to some points, 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said the 
Schedule was perfectly clear, and now 
stood exactly as it did, with the exception 
of the duty on offals. Everybody in- 
terested knew exactly how the Schedule 
stood. 


Mr. KEARLEY said that that 
was by no means the case. He wished 
to know whether manna croup was to 
disappear from the Customs Schedule. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: If the hon. 
Member wants information on a parti- 
cular subject of that sort which must 
necessarily be «a very small import 
indeed, and puts a (Question to me in 
the ordinary way I will answer it. 


(Question put, and agreed to. 
Schedule 2 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 7, to leave out from 
‘Schedule’ to ‘a’ in line 8.°—(.WUr. Kearley.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Schedule.” 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH said that what 
was proposed here was in accordance 
with the usual practice. If the hon. 
Member thought that facilities were 
wanted in regard to any particular 





| 
| 


| 


| Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. Wm. M‘Arthur. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Schedule agreed to. 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be con- 
sidered tomorrow, and to be printed. 
| Bill 235. ] 


WAYS AND MEANS. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


{[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


SURTAX AND ALLOWANCE ON SPIRITS. 


(11.0.) Mr. LOUGH said the Committee 
ought to receive some explanation ot 
this props sal. 


*sin M. HICKS BEACH explained that 
this was in fulfilment of a promise he 
made on the clause of the Finance Bill 
relating to spirits, with the view of 
putting manufacturers of spirits in this 
country, when the grain duty was 
in force, on the same level as the 


| manufacturers of foreign spirits made 


| from grain. 


Resolved, That on and after the seven- 
teenth day of June, nineteen hundred 
and two, the respective ducies of Customs 
on imported spirits shall be increased by 
one penny. (Mr. Chancellor of the Ev- 
cheque r.) 


INCREASE OF CUSTOMS DUTIES ON GLUCOSE. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that the 
reason forthis Resolution was precisely the 
same as in the last case. By putting the 
duty on these articles they increased the 
cost to the producer in this country, as 


article he had in his mind, and would| compared with glucose imported from 
communicate with him, he wouldinquire | abroad, and it was only fair to rectiiy 
into the matter. 


that inequality. 





795 Licensing 

Resolved, That on and after the 
seventeenth day of June, nineteen 
hundred and two, the duties of Customs 
on imported glucose imposed by section 
two of The Finance Act, 1901, shall be, 
as respects solid glucose three shillings 
and threepence, and as re-pects liquid 
glucose two shillings and sixpence.—(.J/r. 
Chuncellor of the Kachequer.) 


Xesolutions to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again upon Wednesday. 


LICENSING BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered. 


*(11.8.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 
S.) moved a new clause to make the Bill 
apply to Ireland. He said he put the 
Amendment on the Paper with the 
intention of moving it in the Standing 
Committee, but as there were only four 
or five Irish Members on the Committee 
he hesitated to propose a new clause of 
this kind without the sanction, or, at all 
events, the knowledge, of the whole of the 
Irish representatives. The club difficulty 
in Ireland was not exactly what it was 
in England. He wished to be perfectly 
fair. Clubs did not exist in the country 
parts. They were confined to the cities 
and towns, and he was bound to say that 
there they had given rise to a great deal 
of mischief and difficulty. To a very 
large extent they were bogus clubs in 
Dublin and Belfast. His proposal, as 
might naturally be expected, had the 
support of the licensed trade. They, of 
course, did not see the advantage of those 
unlicensed places, which paid nothing to 
the revenue, carrying on business at all 
hours when the legitimate public houses, 
as they were called, were closed. The 
clubs were carried on without any police 
surveillance whatever, and therefore the 
trade naturally looked upon these institu- 
tions with no great love. So far as he 
had consulted the representatives of the 
trade in Ireland, he found that they had no 
objection to Part III of the Bill being 
applied to Ireland. He was also able to 
say that the entire temperance party and 
the leaders of reform were in 
favour of his proposal, although, no doubt, 


social 
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|they would go much farther if they 


could. He did not wish to shirk the 
real difficulty in the minds of his friends 
opposite of applying this Bill to Ireland, 
He did not believe any one of them 
would object on temperance grounds, but 
the difficulty in the way was _ political, 
He had told the. dome Secretary that that 
was the true reason why he wished to 
discuss his Amendment in the House, and 
not in the Grand Committee. If his 
Amendment was to arouse strong political 
opposition, he must candidly say he would 
rather it were not passed. But there was 
only one clause in the Bill, Clause 27, 
which could be twisted into justifying 
any feeling of that kind. Under that 
clause 

“Tf a justice of the peace is satisfied, by 
information on oath, that there is reasonable 
ground for supposing that any registered club 
1s So managed or carried on as to constitute a 
ground for striking it off the register, or any 
intoxicating liquor is sold or supplied, or kept 
for sale or supply, on the premises of an 
unregistered club, he may grant a_ search 
warrant to any constable named therein.” 





Now, the ground for granting a warrant 
was that there must be a belief that the 
law had been broken in the supply or sale 
of drink. The clause went on 


“A search warrant granted under — this 
section shall authorise the constable named 


therein to enter the club, if need de by force, to 
inspect the premises of the club, to take the 
names and addresses of any persons found 
therein, and to seize any books and_ papers 
relating to the business of the club.” 

That was the only clause that could 
affect Ireland from a_ political stand- 
point; but the provision put — the 
owner of the club in no worse 
position than the owner of any ordinary 
licensed premises. If the latter was sus- 
pected of conducting his trade illegally, 
the magistrate had the same power In 
dealing with him as the Bill proposed to 
give him in dealing with the owner of 4 
club. It must be remembered that many 
of the men who carried on these clubs had 
formerly licences, and had forfeited them 
for some misconduct or other. The 
moment they lost their licence they 
opened a club, and carried on the business 
without restriction of any kind, and in 
defiance of the law. He did not see why 
they should receive any more considera 
tion than a licensed publican. Although 
the ‘mischief was not so great in Ireland 
as in this country, it was growing. He 


begged to move. 
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New Clause (Application to Ireland)— 
Ur. 7. WV. Russell) brought up, and read 
the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
aid he wished to acknowledge, in the 
fullest manner, the spirit in which the 
right hon. Gentleman had moved _ his 
Amendment. He had said that he wished 
iomove it in the House on the ground 
that it was a subject on which the Irish 
Members should be able to express their 
opinion, and that if the majority of the 
lrsh Members were opposed to it he 
vould not persevere with the clause. 
The ton. Gentleman said that the clause 
had received the approval of the majority 
of the trade and of the temperance party 
in Ireland. He was not aware of that, 
and in so far as he knew, there had been 
no discussion of the question in Ireland, 
and, there had been no communication 
with the Irish representatives. Looking 
at the clause from an impartial point of 
view, he believed that there was a great 
deal to be said for it; and possibly, after 
due consideration, the majority of the 
lrsh Members might be inclined to adopt 
it But without full consideration and 
discussion by the Trish representatives he 
should be sorry to give his consent to an 
Amendment of this kind. It ought not 
to he passed without full consideration by 
the united Irish Members. Sympathising 
most fully with the object of the hon. 
Gentleman, and recognising the spirit in 


which he moved his Amendment, he would | 


suggest to him that, in the interest of the 
cause he had at heart, he would be better 
advised to withdraw it. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he hoped that, after 
what the hon. Member for Waterford 
had just stated, his hon. friend would not 
press this clause now. His hon. friend 
had himself admitted that he thought it 
right that the Irish Members should have 
an opportunity of expressing their views 
upon the clause before it was incorporated 
into the Bill. He himself would naturally 
be very glad to see the provisions of the 


{16 JUNE 1902} 


Clubs part of Bill extended to Ireland, | He had two reasons for doing so. First, 






Bill. 


and he believed that it would be bene- 
ficial to that country; but he acknow- 
ledged that the Irish Members had not 
had that opportunity for the consideration 
of the question which was necessary. 
Without any prejudice against the clause 
itself, he trusted his hon. friend would 
not press his Amendment. 


798 


Mr. DILLON said he wished to say a 
few words on his own behalf. The hon, 
Member for South Tyrone said that, 
although the evil of bogus clubs was 
much Jess felt in Ireland than in England, 
it was very desirable that they in Ireland 
should be brought under the provisions 
of the Bill. But what was their position 
in Ireland? All of them desired to 
combat the evils of intemperance, but 
the tremendous difficulty was that they 
had not magistrates in whom they could 
trust. All their experience taught them 
to fear that these clauses would be used 
not for the purpose of promoting social 
reforms but for the purpose of persecuting 
the Nationalists. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.) said he rose to express his extreme 
regret that the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone had only brought forward this 
clause to withdraw it. The hon. Gentle- 
man might have known before he pro- 
posed it, if he had consulted the Lrish 
Members, that the majority of the 
Nationalists would be opposed to it. It 
appeared to him that the clause had 
been introduced for the purpose of play- 
ing at temperance reform, and now that 
the hon. Gentleman had played his part 
for the benefit of the House and the 
country, he proposed to withdraw the 
clause in the face of a Party Opposi- 
tion. He the right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary for 
this measure of temperance reform, which 
he regarded as a step in the right diree- 
and he that the 
country would thank him. He regretted 
extremely that the proposal to extend 
the elub clause to Ireland had met with 
such a cold reception. 


wished to thank 


tion, believed whole 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he wished 
to say one word in withdrawing the clause. 
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he had no wish to delay or imperil the 
Bill which the Home Secretary had 
piloted with so much success through 
the Grand Committee; and, in the second 
place, he believed that the clause, to be 
effective at all, must have the sanction 
of the He 
perfectly clear in his own mind_ that 


Irish representatives. was 
in regard to all these matters, unless they 
could carry the opinion of the Irish repre- 
sentatives with them, they had better not 
attempt to pass legislation upon them. 
He thought it probable that next session 
they would have a Bill applicable to 
Ireland only, and which would be a 
stronger Bill than this clause. He begged 


leave to withdraw. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


(11.20.) Str BARRINGTON SIMEON 
(Southampton) said that when the Bill was 


before the Grand Committee, he moved the 


Clause now standing on the Paper in his | 
o 


name, and only withdrew it because 
he misunderstood the Home Secretary to 
say that it was provided for in another 
part of the Bill. In afterwards looking 
into the Bill, he, however, found that it 
had not been provided for, and had he 
appreciated that fact he certainly would 
not have withdrawn his Amendment in 
Grand Committee. There was generally 
a policeman outside a public house, and 
it was to be hoped that he was there for 
a good reason, such as to stop drunken- 
ness and disorder. If he was not there 
for that purpose, and if he was a young 
constable, he was probably in hopes of 
eatching the publican in doing wrong 

for the young constable was rather a 
terrific person, and thought that by bring- 
ing the publican before the magistrate he 
would get his name up for promotion. 
He did not think that a young constable 


Mr. T, W. Russell. 
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who acted in that way ought to be en. 
couraged. Another reason for a constable 
being found outside a public house was, 
of course, to see that law and order was 
maintained, but also to get a drink for 
nothing for himself. Why was a police. 
man outside a public house—{An Hoy, 
Member: “He ought to be inside”|— 
except to preserve order and _ sobriety } 


3ut if he was outside he could not get in, 


It seemed to him an extremely simple 
thing, if a police constable saw a man 


who was drunk go into a public house, 
that he should follow him and say to the 
publican inside, ‘* You cannot serve him; 


if you do, you are liable to be punished.” 


‘It was very easy for a policeman in the 


street to see when a man was drunk, but 
it was not so easy for the publican. If 
they got a real old drunkard, who knew 
his way about, and wanted another glass, 
he went into a public house and pulled 
himself together in a most marvellous 
way, and went up to the bar as sober 
as any hon. Gentleman in this House, 
called for his drink, and he drank it. 
When he got out into the cold air he 
became as drunk as ever he could be, 
and _ the 


outside 


policeman — standing 
and said to the 
provided _ this 


young 
went inside 
publican, ‘You have 
drunken man with more drink,” and then 
Why should 
the policeman not be inside instead of 
But if he 


stood outside the public house, the more 


summoned the publican. 

outside the public house ? 
straightforward way would be, if he 
saw a drunken man going into a public 
house to follow him and tell the publican 
that if he served him with more drink 
it would be at his own risk. Here was 4 
case at the Greenwich Police Court as 
reported in the 
of June 10th last— 


« Esau Baulk, the landlord of the § Duchess of 
| Kent,’ beerhouse, Blackheath Hill, was 
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ammoned by the police for selling intoxicating 
jjquor toa drunken person, on May 20th, and 
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e en- 





stable for permitting drunkenness ; William Mabbett, 
was of Blackheath Hill, was summoned for being 
: fund drunk on the premises. Police-sergeant 
' Was 9 xR, deposed to seeing Mabbett staggering 
k for @dorgand enter the ‘Duchess of Kent.’ Mr. 
olice- Baggallay: Why didn’t you stop him : 
: Witness: I was a little distance away. Tne 
Hon. ergeant added he watched to see whether the 
e”|— nan would be ejected, and as this was not done 
og pte went into the house, where he found the 
my defendant Mabbett drunk. The defendant 
et in. had pleaded guilty, but Mr. Baggallay told the 
imple ergeant that he had an opportunity to stop the 
nan before he went in. Why should he set a 
man wap for the publican in that way? It was not 
Ouse, the way to cateh people, and not fair to the 
o the publican. The summonses would be dismissed.” 
him; # That was what they wanted—not to lay 
hed. rips for the publican. 
n the 
: but . 
= New Clause (Police authority regula- 
knew tions) —(Sir Barrington Simeon)—brought 
glass, up, and read the first time. 
ulled 
}lous ; F 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
soper 
_— “That the Clause be read a second time.” 
Se, 
k it. 
ir he | *Mr. RITCHIE: I have not the least 
d be, Bioubt as to the good intention of my 
i a 1 pe . a 
ading jon. friend, but I must point out that if 
» the F. Sin 
hi his proposal were accepted, and if it 
this 
teeame part of the duty of the police to 
then ’ 
hould § *¢tn publicans in the manner suggested, 
ad of §! would very seriously diminish the 
if he esponsibility which now rests on the 
more publican, It is the duty of the publican, 
f he @who has certain responsibilities imposed 
ublic Bas well as favours conferred on him by 
dlican a 
met law, to see that the law is obeyed, and 
drink ; 
that no drunken person is served by 
was 4 ; ; 
ih him; and Lam not atall sure that if this | 
-tiser, | Ulause became law it would not be 
held to be a very good defence on the part 
hess of Hof a publican who was summoned for | 
was 
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Bill. 
serving a drunken man, that he had no; 
That would be 
dangerous principle, and even if it were 
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been warned. a most 
capable of being carried out to any good 
effect, it the 


publican of the responsibility which now 


would greatly relieve 


rests upon him and which ought to 
remain with him. 


Question put and negatived. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) 
said he begged to move the Clause stand- 
ing in his name, which was to empower 
Justices to grant costs against persons 
making objections to the renewal or 


transfer of licences of a frivolous or 


vexatious character. The clause came 
before the Grand Committee, but did not 
receive any very adequate or full con- 
sideration. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Home Secretary, in refusing to accept 
it, explained that if there were an appeal 
in a case of a vexatious objection, it 
would have to be confined to that objec- 
tion, and would not enable the full facts 
to be inquired into as under the existing 


He had made 


persons accustomed to act in licensing 


law. inquiries from 


cases, and they were of opinion that 
so far as the licence holder was con- 
cerned, his position would not,in any 
He 
did not think that the House would 


object to the principle that a man 


way, be prejudiced by the Clause. 


making a frivolous or vexatious objection 
to the renewal of the licence, should 
have charged against him the cost to 
which he put the publican in rebutting 
that objection. He hoped, therefore, his 
right hon. friend would see his way to 


accept the Clause. 
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New Clause (Power of justices to grant 
costs)—(Mr. Gallowvy)—brought up, and 
read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 


? 


‘That the Clause be read a second time.’ 


*Mr. RITCHIE: My hon. friend has 
stated th2 objection which was taken to 
the proposal which he made before the 
Grand Committee. His present proposal 
is that an objector to the renewal of a 
licence should be liable to be penalised in 
costs, if the objection did not hold good. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: The Clause would 
only apply to objections of a frivolous 


or vexatious character. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: 


it ought to be perfectly free and open 


My opinion is that 


to objectors to express their views, 
without any fear of their being mulcted 
in costs. It is a totally new principle 
which my hon. friend desires to intro- 
duce into the Bill, and one which I 
think would be against public interest. 


I hope, therefore, he will not press it. 


*\MIr. GROVES (Salford, 8.) said his 
right hon. friend seemed to forget that 


the main 


Clause was the question of frivolous or | 


vexatious objections. It was a very 


reasonable provision, and was funda- 
mentally different from the proposal 
which his hon. friend brought before 
the Grand Committee. Its object was 
to protect licence holders against frivolous 
and vexatious objections, and to give 


discretionary powers to magistrates to 


‘COMMONS} 


principle involved in the | 
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discountenance them by granting costs 
against such objectors. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
His right 


introduced 


not adhere to his objection. 
friend had 


new principles into the law, and, there- 


hon. himself 
fore, the fact that there was a new 
principle involved was not in_ itself 
sufficient to condemn the Clause. It 
that 


opinion of the Justices an objection was 


merely provided where in the 
frivolous or vexatious, they should have 
power to grant costs against the objector, 
Anything more just or reasonable he 
could not conceive, and therefore, he 
hoped, his hon. friend would assent to 


it. 


Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport) said he too hoped that his 
right hon. friend would assent to the 
request of his hon. 


very reasonable 


friend. If the Justices to whom were 
entrusted the right to decide whether 
licences were or were not to be granted 
were thought to be a proper authority 
| for that purpose, surely they must also 
be a fit and proper tribunal to decide 
whether objections were frivolous or 
vexatious, and if they were, it was 


;only common justice that the licence 


| holders should not be put to unnecessary 
| 


expense because of them. 
(11.43.) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 103); Noes, 


207. (Division List No. 229.) 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Age-Gardaer, James Tynte 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, Sir Jolin 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

jentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownavgree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Burke, E. Haviland- 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Coghill, Donglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cripps, Charies Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 


Delany, William 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Fereusson, Rt. HnSirJ(Mane’r. 
Firench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 


Gibbs, HnA.G.EL (C’ty of L’nd’n 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
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AYES. 


Gibbs, Hon. Vieary {St Albans 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,Sir E W(B rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,John(Kent,Fav’rsh’m 


Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamst’) 
Morton, ArthurH.A.( Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N 
Nolan, Joseph (Leuth, South) 


O'Brien, Kendal (Tipp’rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


NUES. 


salfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 


| Benbury, Frederick George 
| Beach, Rt. HnSir Michael Hicks 


Bell, Richard 

Bignold, Arthur 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


| Brassey, Alert 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
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O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Peel, Hn Wim Robert Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Purvis, Robert 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Richards, Henry Charles 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Sullivan, Donal 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Welby, Lt.Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


AYES — 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Galloway 
Marshall Hall 





Caldwell, James 

| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J Austen({Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron/Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 





Craig, Robert Hunter 
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Cranborne, Viscount 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Seott 
Digby, John. K. D. Wingfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dox ford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH. (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 


Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, RtHn Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Grenfell, Wiliiam Henry 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Kt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hardie, J. Keir(Merthy: Tydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, James (Statfords. N.W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, W illiam(C’rnarvonshire 


Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


Further Proceeding, on consideration, | 


Adjournment of 
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Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew = (Glasgow) 
Law, Hugh Alex.{Donega!l, W. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N 
Levy, Maurice 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Kt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Coi. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas. ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Altred 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. 

M‘Archur, (‘harles (Live rpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Killop, - wn aaa 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 


O’ Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Shaughnessy, P. 


Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Pirie, Dunean V, 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Heary 
Rea, Russell 

Ree .* Harold James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


as amended, adjourned till Tomorrow. | 








the House. 


Roberts, William Snow don 
Roe, Sir Tnomas 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw. J 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seott, C has. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B. ) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(R enfrew 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford) 
Smith, HC(North’mb, Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker (I atnarks, 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R. (Northa’ts 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn..J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred| Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastings 
Thomas,J. A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Vincent,Col. Sir CEH. (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,.J. W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Vorks.) 
Wodehous-, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
W oodhouse,Sir J.T. (Hudderfd 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wyndham, Rt. ‘Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 


Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 17th Sune, 1902. 
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DARCY DE KNAYTH, MEYNILL, AND 
FAUCONBERG BARONIES. 

Petition of Marcia Amelia Mary, 
Countess of Yarborough, and in her own 
right Baroness Conyers, the wife of 
Charles Alfred Worsley, Earl of Yar- 
borough, and of Violet Ida Evelyn, the 
wife of George Charles, Earl of Powis, 


Fi: for leave to lodge a supplementary case 


: (with an amended and extended pedigree 


# in lieu of that already lodged) in support 


. of their claims to the said three Baronies ; 
‘ read, and ordered as prayed. 


VISCOUNT MOUNTMORRES. 
Petition of William Geoffrey Bouchard 
‘de Montmorency, Viscount Mount- 
: morres, in the Peerage of Ireland, claim- 
:ing a right to vote at the elections of 
} Representative Peers for Ireland ; read, 
“and referred to the Lord Chancellor to 
‘consider and report thereupon to the 


4: House. 


. PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lonp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
‘House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
:had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
‘from the Examiners that the Standing 


4: Yrders applicable to the foliowing Bills 
| have been complied with :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 4). 








Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 13). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Housing of Working Classes). 

London (Poplar) Provisional Order. 


Local Government (Ireland)  Pro- | 
visional Orders (No. 2). 

Local Government (Ireland)  Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 4). 

Local Government (Ireland)  Pro- | 


visional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2). 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2). 
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| 22 be struck out of the 
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Business. 


Also the Certificates that no Standing 
Orders are appiicable to the following 
Bills : 

Land Drainage Provisional Order. 

London Government Scheme (South- 

wark). 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10). 

Local Government 
(No. 11). 

Local Government 
(No. 14). 

Local Government 
(No. 15). 

Local Government (Ireland) 
visional Orders (No. 3). 


Provisional Orders 


Provisional Orders 


Provisional Orders 


Pro- 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 


(No. 1). 
Pilotage Provisional Order. 
And also the Certificates that the 


further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied 
with :— 
Finchley Urban District Council. 
Manchester Corporation (General 
Powers). 
Eastbourne Corporation. 
The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 
Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 
following Bills ought to be dispensed 
with, and the Bills allowed to proceed : 
Whitechapel and Bow Railway. 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
way Company. 
That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 
Great Central and Midland Railways 
(South Yorkshire Railways) Bill, 


| ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 


allowed to proceed, provided that Clause 


dill. 
That the Standing Orders not complied 


‘with in respect of the petition for ad- 


ditional provision in the 
Ystradfellte Water Bill [1.1. ] 
may, under the circumstances of the case, 


be dispensed with, and that leave should 
be given to the Petitioners to insert the 


2F 











811 Returns, {LORDS} Reports, &e. 812 


additional provision if the Committee to ; EDUCATION | BOARD PROVISIONAL 
whom the Bill may be re-committed shall SILL ta ; irises (LONDON) 


think fit. 


Read. and agreed to | Report from the Select Committee, 


That the Committee had not proceeded 


KENT WATER BILL. with the consideration of the Bill, no 
Reported from the Select Committee, | parties having appeared in opposition 
with Amendments. thereto: read, and ordered to tie on 
the Table: The orders made on the 

WEST HAM GAS BILL, 2nd instant and Thursday last discharged ; 


and Bill committed to a Committee of the 


Whole House. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 


RAILWAY (NEW LINES, ETC.) BILL [u.1. }. BILL. 
The King’s consent signified; and Read 2*, and committed. 
Bill reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. FELIXTOWE AND WALTON IMPROVE. 


MENT BILL |{#.1.}, 
BARRY RAILWAY BILL [4 .. }. 
Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 


NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


Commons, 
LEICESTERSHIRE AND WARWICKSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL, 
Reported, with Amendments. BELFAST CORPORATION BILL, 


BOURNEMOUTH GAS AND WATER BILL. BEDFORD CORPORATION WATER 


Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Reported, without Amendment. 


CITY OF LONDON (STREETS) BILL, 


aie WEST HAMPSHIRE WATER BILL [4.1.}. 
CITY OF LONDON (PUBLIC HEALTH) : : ; 
BILL. Returned from the Commons agreed 


SF ciiaade aie a to, with Amendments. 
KENT ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 
SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER TIVERTON KET B f | 
DISTRIBUTION BILL. TIVERTON MARKET BILL [H.1.}. 
BARROW H-EMATITE STEEL COMPANY, 
LIMITED, BILL [i.t. }, 
HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL [n.1.], 
WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL, GLOUCESTERSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER 
LEAMINGTON CORPORATION BILL. ; ae 
> . Returned from the Commons with the 
Reported, with Amendments. aes 
Amendments agreed to. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


DARTFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL, 


SWANSEA CORPORATION WATER 


BILL [HL |. BUCKIE BURGH EXTENSTON AND 
Fe RTT a BUCKIE (CRAIGEN ROAN) HARBOUR 
ies os ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [1.14 

agreed to. 
é Read 3* (according to order), and 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. | Passed, and sent to the Commons. 
The Chairman of Committees informed = 
the House that the opposition to the Bill RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
was withdrawn: The order made on the pate’ 
6th instant discharged, and Bill committed TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 


for Tuesday next. No. 2821. Germany (Hamburg) ; 
ae: ela a a No, 2822. Turkey (Palestine) ; 
YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [u.1.}. No. 2823. France (Pondicherry and 


Re-committed for Friday next. Karikal). 
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CENSUS (ENGLAND AND WALES, 1901). 
Area, houses, and population, also 

population classified by ages, condition as 

to marriage, occupations, birth places, 

and infirmities of 

I. County of Durham ; 

I]. County of Essex. 


DUBLIN HOSPITALS. 
Forty-fourth Report of the Board of 
Superintendence, with Appendices, for 
the vear 1901-1902. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Orders in Council of 11th June, 1902, 
entitled — 

I. The West African Possessions and 
Protectorates (Fugitive Offenders) Order 
n Council, 1902; and 

I]. (Foreign Jurisdiction) 
Council, 1902. 


Order in 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Order in Council of 11th June, 1902, 
mfirming a byelaw made by the Trinity 

House, dealing with «qualifications of 
andidates for licences in the London and 
English Channel District. 


'UBLIC RECORDS (HIGH COURT OF 
CHANCERY). 

Schedule containing a list and particu 
avs of classes of documents of the High 
Court of Chancery which are now in the 
Publie Record Office, but which are not 
onsidered of sufficient public value to 
justify their preservation therein. 


DOGS REGULATION (IRELAND) ACT, 
LS6S. 

Accounts of receipts and expenditure 

inder the Act, for the year 1901. 


FINES, ETC. RELAND). 
Abstract of the accounts of fines ae- 
ounted for by the Registrar of Petty 
Sessions Clerks, for the year 1900. 

Laid hefore the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES. 
Leave given to the Lord Brassey to 
attend the Select Committee of the House 
« Commons (pursuant to message of | 
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yesterday) if His Lordship think fit ; and 
His Lordship consenting thereto, a 
message sent to the Commons to acquaint 
them therewith. 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
{[SeconD READING. ] 
Second 


Order of the day for the 


Reading read. 


*THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALFour of BURLEIGH): My Lords, 
| venture to think your Lordships will 
not have much difficulty in agreeing to 
pass this Bill, as on a former oceasion 
when a Bill, if not in identically the 
same words at any rate having in the 
main the same object, was before you, 
it was agreed to not only unanimously 
but almost without discussion. The 
object of the Bill is to provide an annual 
close time during which trout may not 
be taken from the water. The time 
fixed in the Bill is from 15th October 
to 28th February. Personally, | would 
not have objected to giving the trout a 
rather longer close time—from, say, 
Ist October to the end of Mareh—but 
there would have been less agreement if 
that had been proposed, and it might 
even have imperilled the passage of the 
Bill through another place. There is no 
restriction upon fishing where fishing is 
not now private property. The sole idea 
of those who are anxious to see this Bill 
into law is this, that legitimate 
sport may be protected, and that the 
illicit taking of fish which are useful at 
the proper season, both for food and for 
sport, may be prevented. There is at 
present in England a close time for trout, 
and it has always been a matter of great 
surprise to me that in Scotland, where, 
relatively speaking, the trout is a much 
more important fish than it is in 
England, there has never been a close 
time enacted for its protection. IL am 
sure your Lordships will agree that to 
take a fish when it is out of season. and 
when it is breeding is not only a useless 
and a senseless practice, but a practice 
which does a great deal of injury to a 
very legitimate form of sport, and 
deprives, or tends at any rate to deprive, 
people of a very pleasant recreation in 
the summer time. <A large number of 
Angling Associations have petitioned in 


2F2 


pass 
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support of the Bill, and nearly every 
County Council in Scotland has expressed 
an opinion in its favour. Three years 
ago, your Lordships were good enough to 
pass the Bill, and this year I am glad to 
say it has received thesanction of the other. 
Perhaps I ought to allude to two 
changes—nvot of very great importance 
—which have been made in the Bill 
since your Lordships last saw it’ By 
the second clause a restriction is placed 
upon certain forms of fishing, as against 
the owners of water, which does not 
exist at the present time. At present as 
against everyone else other than owners 
and those who have their permission, it 
is prohibited to have recourse to certain 
methods of fishing which I think myself, 
and which | believe your Lordships will 
think, are not very much different from 
poaching. The publie are not allowed 
to use cross lines or to practice what is 
known as other fishing or burning the 
water or spearing trout; but there is no 
prohibition against these methods of 
fishing so far as owners of water are 
concerned. I venture to think that the 
owner who desires to have recourse to 
these methods is not entitled to much 
sympathy from your Lordships, and I do 
not think that the insertion of that 
clause will interfere with the willingness 
ofthe House to pass the Bill. There is 
a restriction placed also upon fishing by 
net even as against the owner except 
where such fishing is prosecuted for 
scientific breeding, or restocking pur- 
poses, and I do not think that in that 
case any more than in the other your 
Lordships will care to preserve the power 
which at present exists. But this pro- 
hibition does not operate in waters 
which all belong to one owner. The other 
alteration which has been made in the 
Bill is one which will, I am sure, receive 
the hearty approval of the House. The 
use of dynamite in any form or in any 
way for destroying fish is prohibited. I 
am sorry to say that this is a practice 
which has been on the increase lately in 
some of the mining districts in Scotland. 
It has interfered very largely with the 
stock of trout in some waters ; and by a 
recent judgment in the law Courts it 
has been decided that, although one may 
not put dynamite into the water, it is 
not, as | understand it, an offence to 


place it on a stone in the middle of the. 


Lord Balfour. 


stream or on the bank where, though ‘ 
not actually in the water, it operates to 
destroy the fish. The third clause of the 
Bill prohibits that, and I am sure it will ,; 
meet with the sympathy of the House. 2 
I beg to move that the Bill be read 4 : 
second time. 
Bill read 2" (according to order) and u 
committed to a Committee of the Whole ti 
House on Friday next. t 
a 
CREMATION BILL. i 
Commons Amendments to be printed, K 
and to be considered on Friday next, is 
(No. 119.) B 
tl 
MARINE INSURANCE BILL [u.1.). Ww 
Reported from the Standing Com- X 
mittee with Amendments. The Report tl 
thereof to be received on Friday next; th 
and Bill to be printed as amended. ac 
(No. 120.) N 
PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) BILL il 
[H.1. }. w 
House in Committee (according to th 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 0 
ment ;and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 
10] 
BRITISH MUSEUM BILL [a.1.}. Ey 
Report from the Standing Committee J ™ 
without Amendment, and to be read J & 
3° on Friday next. an 
ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE VOLUNTEERS : 
ae... ae Re 
Order of the day for the Second Read- J ad 
ing read. Er 
wl 
*Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR |f Ce 
ALTY (The Eart of SeLporne): My J & 
Lords, this is a very simple measure, |} ‘i 
and I shall not occupy more than a few (J 
moments in explairing its purport. } 
When the Royal Naval Reserve was J “! 
established by the Act of 1859, only % “" 
those British subjects could be enrolled ne 
in the force who were not only seafaring J P’ 
by {trade but who were practically ¥ !" 
domiciled in the United Kingdom or the J" 
Channel Islands. An Amending Aet 7 
was passed in 1896 to extend this pro- ry 
vision in respect of domicile, so that, for, ni 
instance, a man serving on the Canadian As 
Pacific line of steamers could be enrolled J 
in the Reserve. But words were also hej 
inserted in the Act, the purport of which ; 
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was not at the time fully apprehended, 
to the effect that the men enrolled must 
pe borne on ships registered in the 
United Kingdom. When Lord Goschen 
and the then Board of Admiralty wished 
to extend the Royal Naval Reserve by 
including Newfoundland fishermen, the 
point was not brought to their notice 
that the Aet gave them no authority to 
take such a course. It was only after 
the men had been actually enrolled and 
a portion of them trained that it was 
jound that there was no legal sanction 
ior the proceeding. This Bill, therefore, 
is brought in to cover and indemnify the 


Board of Admiralty ior the illegality 
they unwittingly committed. But | 
would ask the House also to take 


oeasion to amend the law, so that in 
the future any British subjects whom 
the Admiralty think it would be to the 
advantage of the country to enrol in the 
Naval Reserve should be so enrolled, no 
matter in what part of the Empire they 
we domiciled, or whether the ships in 
which they are serving are registered in 
the United Kingdom or in one of the 
colonies. 


Ear SPENCER: My Lords, I rise 
for the purpose of drawing the noble 
Karls attention to one particular point 
with regard to this Bill. I need hardly 
siy that | attach very great import- 
ance to an increase in the Royal 
Naval Reserve. There can be no doubt 
that to raise up a large force of 
Reserve men would mean an enormous 
aldition to the Naval strength of the 
Empire. 1, therefore, entirely endorse 
what the noble Earl has said as to the 
desirability of legalising the enrolment 
of the Newfoundland fishermen. I agree 
that it would be a good thing to enrol 
the men serving on the Canadian Pacific 
line of steamers. To the splendid character 
ot these men, I can personally testify, 
and Lam glad that the vy are allowed to 
he enlisted in the Naval Reserve. The 
point | wish to call attention to is this, 
that the present Bill will introduce an 
important modification by repealing the 
provision of the Act of 1896 to the effect 
that the men serving in this Reserve 
should be British subjects serving in 
Vessels registered in the British Isles. 


As far as the Newfoundland fishermen 
are concerned, I entirely approve of that 
but there is some objection, 


being done : 
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if we are to enlist men, and pay and 
train them, who may be serving in foreign 
ships. It may not be a serious difficulty, 
but I should like some assurance or 
explanation on the point. 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE 
noble Earl well knows, at present, in 
respect of the Mercantile Marine the 
difficulty is not that there are so many 
British seamen serving in foreign ships, 
but that there are so many foreign sea- 
men serving in British ships. The pur- 
port of this Bill is really to enable the 
Admiralty to utilise the services of British 
subjects who have a seafaring avocation 
but who may belong either to fishing 
fleets or to merchant ships that are not 
registered in the British Islands. Such 
ships may be registered, as is the New- 
foundland fishing fleet, at St. John’s, or 
as the Canadian, Australian, and New 
Zealand ships may be, at Halifax, Sydney, 
or wherever the colonial port is. That is 
the real intention of the Bill. Then the 
noble Lord raised another question, which 
is rather in the nature of a supposition. 
He asked us to suppose that the Admiralty 
found that many British seamen were 
serving, not in colonial ships, but in 
foreign ships, or that the Royal Naval 


As the 


Reserve men belonging to a colony, who 
were trained by the Admiralty, were 
absorbed into some foreign navy after- 


wards. I quite admit that the noble 
Lord has assisted the House in the con- 
sideration of this subject by bringing 
those two possible suppositions forward. 
I would not go so far as to say that under 
no circumstances would it be wise to 
allow a man to be enrolled in the Royal 
Naval Reserve who was an undoubted 
British subject and thoroughly reliable 
as such, and who happened for the 
moment to be serving in foreign 
ship. But it would have to be very 
carefully safeguarded, and in each case 
great care would have to be exercised. 
I think the regulations of the Admiralty 
which govern the application of this law 
must be framed with a careful 


some 


view to 
the points the noble Lord has brought 
forward, and I will take care that they 
are borne in mind. 


3ill read (according to order) and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Friday next. 
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NAVAL ARMOUR AND ARMAMENT. 

THe Eart or WILTON: My Lords, 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether, in view of the 
advance in penetration of modern pro- 
jectiles and energies of guns forming 
the armament of many foreign cruisers, 
it is intended to increase the thickness 
of the belt and casemate armour of 
the ten ships of the ‘ Monmouth” 
class, of which none are, at present, 
ready for commission, having regarc 
to the fact that the Krupp non-cemented- 
armour as utilised in these ships is quite 
ineffective to resist the attack of modern 
projectiles with moderate _ striking 
velocity: and whether it is intended 
to supply the Fleet with an adequate 
number of capped armour-piercing shot 
so that our war vessels will not be 
at a disadvantage in this respect with 
the other great Navies of the world. 
I would point out that the French 
cruisers of about the same date as the 
Monmouth class are armed with heavier 


and more powerful guns than our 
vessels, and they would make very 
short work of the 4-in. armour. The 


French cruisers of the ** Montealim ” class 
have 6-in. armour, and a speed of twenty- 
one knots. The ‘‘ Monmouth ” 
with 4-in. armour will have a speed of 
twenty-three knots. I believe that if 
an additional 2-in. were added to their 
armour it would only reduce their speed 
by one knot, so that they would still 
have the advantage in that respect of 
the French cruisers | have named. As 
to the capped armour-piercing shot, 
these are used by all the principal 
foreign Navies. 


class, 


“THe Eart oF SELBORNE: My 
Lords, the answer to the first part of the 
noble Lord’s Question is No. [ am very 
glad to find that the noble Lord takes an 
interest in this question, and I hope he 
will continue to do so and to bring these 
questions before the House ; but [ entirely 
object to his attempting to deal with 
anything so hig as the issues here in- 
volved, merely in the form of such a 
Question as he has asked. I submit that 
it is impossible for such a subject to be 
dealt with merely in the form of a Ques- 
tion, and in a speech so brief as that 
which the noble Lord has delivered. His 
Question is full of suggestions, and, 
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although it may not be intended, it is 
full of insinuations. The suggestions are 
that the British Navy is, in respect of a 
certain class of ships, in a position of 
inferiority which is not to be paralleled 
with the case of any other Navy, and that 
a very important improvement in pro- 
jectiles is being neglected. But that is 
only part of the objection that I take to 
the form of the Question. There is also 
a suggestion that it is very easy to deal 
with the ships of the “ Monmouth ” class 
because they are not at present ready for 
commission. No, they are not at present, 
hut some of them are very nearly finished, 
and all of them are far advanced towards 
completion. You do not put a new belt 
of armour on a ship designed to have 
another belt with the with which 
the noble Lord puts on a clean collar. 
The armoured belt is part of the 
design of the ship, which is nothing 
but a mass of compromises. The noble 
Lord says the * Montealm” eruiser can 
only go twenty-one knots with thicker 
armour, while the * Monmouth” ¢lass are 
designed for twenty-three knots. Exactly, 
that is the kind of compromise which 
every ship, whether cruiser or battle- 
ship, represents. The Board which pre- 
ceded the present Board, whether rightly 
or wrongly may be a matter of opinion, 
deliberately sacrificed part of the armour 
which is to be found in the ‘ Cressy” 
class, which has only twenty-one knots. in 
order to obtain the speed of twenty-three 
knots which is to be found in the * Mon- 
mouth” class. If at this present moment 
the Board was so ill advised as ,to en- 
deavour to recast the whole design of 
the ships. I am quite sure of one thing, 
the result could not be satisfactory. and 
the delays would be very great. What 
we want is to have these ships in com- 
mission to fulfil the purposes for which 
they have been designed, not to throw 
them back months, or perhaps years, by 
endeavouring to recast the whole com- 
promise of speed, armour, and armament, 
just at the moment when they are 
verging towards completion. 

There is a complete fallacy at the 
bottom of the suggestion that there is 
one ideal type of cruiser, any departure 
from which is a falling off from the 
needs of the country. The House 
knows perfectly well that in cruisers. a8 
in battleships, the whole thing is a process 
of development, and the “ Monmouth ' 
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cass do not stand in an isolated position. | 
First of all, we started with cruisers that 
had not even a protected deck, then we 
passed to cruisers with a protected deck, 
then to cruisers like the “ Powerful” 
and ‘‘ Terrible’ with casemates, then to 
cruisers with an armoured belt. In all 
these cases, it is a process of development 
which is not singular to this Navy, but 
isto be found in every Navy in Europe 
and other parts of the world. We have 
cruisers in some of which speed has been 
themainobject. I take the “ Monmouth”’ 
as a class. here are others in which 
other objects have been achieved, as in the 
case of the “Cressy.’’ Take the “ Drakes,” 
where an attempt has been made to 
combine both speed, gun-power, and 
armour, and you have reached a ship 
of the dimensions of a battleship and 
the cost of a battleship, and yet one not 
fit to cope with a battleship. Each one 
of these considerations opens up problems 
and subjects of discussion which are 
absolutely endless. But exactly the 
same is true with the French or any 
other Navy. Almost the last important 
cruiser that has been added to the navies 


of the world is a very fine Russian 
cruiser, the ‘ Varyag,” which has no 
armour belt at all. Does any- 


body suggest that she is not a valuable 
ship? She is of immense value. You 
cannot combine every quality in every 
ship. Of course there are some cruisers 
now building in meeting which these 
“Monmouths” would be handicapped. 
No cruiser can meet a battleship. Every 
cruiser, in nautical parlance, has its 
opposite number; there are cruisers 
it can meet with advantage ; there are 
others which it cannot meet without 
being handicapped. All these cruisers 
have their uses, all have their part in. 
the battle array of the Fleet; and 
lentirely demur to the suggestion that 
because these particular cruisers have 
only four inches of armour they are 
practically useless. 

I have only mentioned the compro- 
mises in respect of armour and engines 
and armament. But there is the ques- 
tion of cost too. It may be right or it 
may be wrong, but the “ Drakes,” which 
combine all the qualities that the 
noble Lord desiderates, cost £1,000,000 
each, The “ Monmouths” cost only about 
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£700,000 each ; therefore it is quite ob- 
vious that you can get ten “Monmouths” 
for the same sum for which you get 
seven “Drakes.” All these are 
questions that have to be taken into 
consideration by the Board of Admiralty 
of this or of any other country; and 
that is the reason why there is no 
sealed pattern of cruisers, but each class, 
as it comes out, is designed to meet 
some special need of the time. Whether 
these designs were wise or unwise 
originally, there is nothing but un- 
wisdom, in my opinion, in trying to 
turn one class into another when it is 
nearly completed. 

I will pass now to the second part of the 
noble Lord’s Question, in which he alludes 
to the caps. Heasks “whether it isintended 
to supply the Fleet with an adequate 
number of capped armour-piercing shot 
so that our war vessels will not be at a 
disadvantage in this respect withthe other 
great Navies of the world.”’ There, again, 
that is an insinuation that all the other 
great Navies of the world are provided 
with this particular improvement, that 
there can be no doubt as to its nature and 
capacity, and that the Board of Admiralty 
have not paid sufficient attention to it. 
That is exactly the same class of criticism 
that is perpetually coming up, and I had 
to deal with it last year in the case of 
what are called armour-piercing shells. 
I was asked how it was that this and 
that Navy hed had these armour-piercing 
shells for years, whilst we were only just 
issuing them, and the answer I gave was 
a good answer. The armour-piercing 
shell the other nations had adopted, 
rightly or wrongly—I think absolutely 
rightly—was, in the opinion of the naval 
experts of this country, not good enough 
to adopt; and we did not adopt an 
armour-piercing shell until we had one 
which, we thought, fulfilled all our re- 
quirements. I give the noble Lord the 
same answer with regard to these caps. 
Other nations may have already adopted 
them—lI know they have in some cases— 
but is it a simple question! It is a very 
difficult question. These caps, when they 
are properly made, as they appear to 
have been made in some recent experi- 
ments that have been published, when 
the shot strikes exactly at the normal, at 
absolutely right-angles, have a most re- 
markable effect of increasing its penetra- 
tion. But what proportion of shots in 
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an action are going to strike exactly at 
the normal? The noble Lord forgets to 
tell the House that once you get off the 
normal on to an angle, you soon get 
Lo a point where the caps not only do 
not assist penetration, but absolutely 
deter and diminish the penetrating effect 
of the shot. Therefore, if the noble 
Lord is going to ask a Question in this 
kind of way and dogmatise upon it, he 
must first of all tell your Lordships ex- 
actly what proportion of shots are going 
to be at the normal and what are not, and 
explain the point at which shots off the 
normal are not assisted by the caps. 
That is why I object to this form of 
question, because it is not a simple, but 
a complex, one. The matter is engaging 
the most careful attention of the Admir- 
alty, along with all these questions—and 
most important questions they are—of 
the velocity and the nature of the guns. 

I know there is an impression in some 
parts of the Press that these artillery 
questions have not been receiving sufficient 
attention in this country. I do not think 
that this is a just accusation. The 
Admiralty and the War Office have 
now got two strong and well-equipped 
Committees working in combination on 
these questions —the Ordnance Committee 
and the Explosives Committee—and it is 
recognised that what we require is a 


higher velocity Again, that is very 
far from being a simple question. It has 


been suggested that cordite is not a 
good powder. I believe cordite to be a 
most admirable powder; but the reasons 
why we have not achieved the velocity 
with cordite that we first anticipated has 
been because of its erosive effect on 
the linings of the guns. The problem 
before us is to find a powder that will 
combine all the good effects of cordite 
with an increased velocity without that 
erosive effect that cordite has. But | 
would point out that the question is not 
one of muzzle velocity only. It is a 
question of what effect a given projectile 
will have when it strikes a ship at 
fighting ranges. That is a very different 
question from muzzle-velocity alone. 
That is the first question to be considered. 
The second is the trajectory at which 
that propelled. | 
merely indicate these points to show 
that the Admiralty is studying them 
carefully, and the that 
we could do would be hastily to adopt 
Earl of Selborne. 


projectile will be 


worst service 
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a new powder that does not really 
fulfil all naval requirements. I have 
seen it stated over and over again here 
and there that such and such a powder 
has such and such a well-known velocity, 
and the question is asked why the 
Admiralty does not adopt it at once, 
No consideration is given in these 
allusions to questions which must be 
always considered in regard to this 
matter—Will the magazines of the ships 
contain the charges of this proposed new 
powder ; will the hoists, the cages, or 
the chambers of the guns themselves 
contain the charges of this or that new 
powder which alone could produce the 
muzzle-velocity named? It would be a 
mad Admiralty that ever adopted a 
powder which it was not certain would 
stand the climatic trials that a powder 
used in the British Navy would have to 
stand. All these points have to be 
worked out before we can embark on a 
new powder ; and all I want to assure 
your Lordships is that these points are 
not being for one moment neglected, and 
that we are, with these two committees, 
well equipped for the elucidation of these 
most important problems. 


I would make one passing allusion to 
our guns. I believe our guns to be very 
good indeed. Ido not believe we have 
fallen behind foreign nations in our 
guns. I have explained to your Lord- 
ships the position of affairs as regards 
powder, and we are continually working 
at the improvement of our guns. No 
foreign navy is equipped with the last 
pattern of gun in all its ships. You 
take any Navy of any nation you like. 
You go through the guns in the ships, 
and you will findexactly the same process 
of development in the case of guns as you 
do in the case of the ships themselves. 
The last ships have the last guns and so 
you go back from pattern to pattern, and 
the hierarchy of patterns of guns that 
you will find in our Navy you will also 
find produced in all other Navies. What 
the country has a right to demand 
is that in this matter of gunnery, 
which I include powder, guns, and pro- 
jectiles, we should not fall behind. I do 
not think this country is going to fall 
behind. We have skilled experts, well- 
trained in these artillery questions, and 
with their minds constantly turned upon 


them. We have the assistance, as | have 
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already said, of these two strong Com- 
mittees, and we are working with those 
great firms in this country who have 
done so much for the development of the 
whole science of artillery. But even 
if we have the most perfect powder, the 
best projectiles, and the most perfect 
guns, all these will be useiess unless 
the men behind the guns can shoot. 
It is far more important, in’ my 
opinion, than these questions of the 
chemical improvement of powder or of 
the manufacture of guns, that every 
oficer in His Majesty’s Navy should 
understand that his primary and most 
important duty is to make the men 
under him the best shots in the world. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I think 
we may congratulate the noble Lord who 
introduced this question, and who has 
been a little hardly dealt with, on having 
succeeded in inducing the First Lord of 
the Admiralty to make a most admirable 
and lucid statement on a very important 
subject. Lam not going in detail into 
this matter; but it is evident, after the 
noble Karl’s statement, that the idea of 
having every ship in the Navy fitted 
with all the latest improvements is an 
impossibility, for we cannot by a magic 
wand change old ships into modern ones. 
The question of changing the character 
of ships has always been a most difficult 
one, and has to be considered with the 
greatest possible care. ‘Time after time 
proposals have been submitted for alter- 
ing our ships, and those who have gone 
into them have always said that it would 
be wiser and more economical to build 
new ships rather than transform the 
whole arrangements of the old ones. 
The noble Earl has clearly shown that 
we must have what he calls a hierarchy 
of patterns of ships and of guns, and 
that that is the case not only in our 
Navy, but in allother Navies. From the 
speech we have just heard we may be 
assured that the present Board of Admir- 
ilty—as I believe every Board of Admir- 
ilty within, at all events, our recollection — 
has very strongly impressed upon it the 
hecessity of bringing up our ships to the 
highest position of perfection, not only 
regard to their defensive armament, 
but also in regard to their speed, coal 
ndurance, the power of storing coal 
which is one of the most important of 
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Bill Business. 


all matters—their guns, and, lastly, in 
the skill and efficiency of officers and 
men. I think we may be assured that 
the present Board, certainly with the 
present First Lord at its head, is perfectly 
alive to this, and I do not think, what- 
ever criticism may be passed upon it, 
that His Majesty’s Navy need fear from 
comparison with other Navies in the 
world, 
House adjourned at a quarter past 
five o'clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, Lith June, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


Arrest of Mr. M‘Hugh, M.P. 

Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the House 
that he had received the following letter 
relating to the arrest of Mr. M‘Hugh. 

Chief Secretary’s Office, Dublin Castle. 
16th June, 1902. 

Sir,—I have the honour to inform you that 
Mr. P. A. M*Hagh, Member of Parliament for 
North Leitrim, was arrested at Dublin on the 
15th instant on a warrant charging him and 
others with Criminal Conspiracy and Intimida- 
tion which was issued on the I4th instant by 
Mr. R. L. Browne, Resident Magistrate. 

I have the honour to be, 
Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
J. B. DovGuerry 
The Right Honourable 
The Speaker, 
House of Commons. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


LANCASHIRE COUNTY (LUNATIC 
ASYLUMS) BILL [Lorps, ] 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [ Lorps], 
RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 


As amended, considered; to be read 


the third time. 

IRVINE CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION, 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 

under The Private Legislation Procedure 

(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Irvine 








827 Returns, 
Corporation, ordered to be brought in 
by The Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor 
General for Scotland. 


IRVINE CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order 
under The Private Legislation Procedure 
Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Irvine 
Corporation,’ presented accordingly, 
and under s. 9 of the Act, read the first 
time, and ordered to be read a_ second 
time upon Wednesday 25th June, and 
to be printed. [Bill 236.] 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

Reported. with Amendments | Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments 
visional Orders confirmed]. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 

LONDON WATER BILL. 

Reported trom the Joint Committee, 
with Amendments. 

Special Report brought up and read. 

Report, with Minutes of Evidence, 
and Special Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 222.] 

Bill, as amended, re-committed to a 
Committee of the whole House for Mon- 
day next, and to be printed. _{ Bill 237.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Dublin, 
Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill, 
without Amendment: Birkenhead Cor- 
poration Bill, Erdington Tramways Bill, 
with Amendments. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
* An Act tor authorising the Birming- 
ham and Midland Tramways, Limited, 
to construct additional tramways and 
other works; and to use mechanical 
power upon their tramways; and for 
other purposes.” [Birmingham and 
Midland Tramways Bill (Lords). | 
BIRMINGHAM AND MIDLAND TRAM- 

WAYS BILL [Lorps}. 

Read the first time; and referred to 

the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


[ Pro- 
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Reports, ce. 
PETITIONS. 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1886) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from Caithness, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Petition from Caithness, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions against: — From Aston 
Manor; Haworth; Brackley ; Aylsham; 
Itteringham ; Tuttington ; Newton Park; 
Woking ; Hamsterley ; Leicester (eight) ; 
Ripley; Otley; and Stockton-on-Tees ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


> alls. 
Petitions for alteration :—From Dun- 
nington; March; Alston; Prestwich; 
and Leeds; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Gourock, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTORATE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Caithness, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SHIPS AS ARMED 
CRUISERS. 


Return [presented 16th June} to 
printed. [No, 212.] 


MERCHANT 


= 
@ 


COASTGUARDS (MEDICAL 
ATTENDANCE). 
Return [presented 16th June] to 
printed. [{219.} 


& 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the 11th June 1902, under The Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, confirming a Bye-law 
made by the Trinity House, dealing with 
qualifications of Candidates for Licences 
in the London and English Channel 
District [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
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FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the lith June 1902, entitled The West 
Mrican Possessions and Protectorates 
Fugitive Offenders) Order in Council, 
1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the llth June, 1902, entitled The Indian 
(Foreign Jurisdiction) Order in Council, 
1902 [by Act]; tolie upon the Table. 


HARWICH HARBOUR. 

Copy presented, of Abstract of the 
Accounts of the Receipts and Expenditure 
of the Harwich Harbour Conservancy 
Board from the time of their incorporation 
down to and inclusive of the 31st March 
1992, We. [by Act]: to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. | No. 220.] 


DUBLIN HOSPITALS 

Copy presented, of Forty-fourth Report 
f the Board of Superintendence, with 
Appendices, for the year 1901-2 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

DOGS, REGULATION (IRELAND) 

ACT, 1865. 

Account presented, of the Receipts 
and Expenditure under the Act for the 
year 1901 [by Act]: to lie upon the 
Table. 


FINES, ETC. (IRELAND). 

Copy presented of Abstract of Accounts 
of Fines accounted for by the Registrar 
of Petty Sessions Clerks for 1900 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, [No. 271.] 


SUEZ CANAL (COMMERCIAL, No. 2, 1902). 

Copy presented, of Returns of Shippirg 
and ‘Tonnage, 1899, 1900, and 1901 (in 
continuation of ‘Commercial, No. 2, 


1901 °) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2821 to 2823 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MERCAN- 
TILE MARINE (GREAT BRITAIN, ETC.) 
_Return ordered, “showing aggregate 
Naval Expenditure on seagoing force ; 
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aggregate tonnage of 
Mercantile Marine ; annual clearances of 
shipping in the Foreign trade ; annual 
clearances of shipping in the coasting 
trade; annual value of imports by sea, 
including bullion and specie ; and annual 
value of exports by sea, including bullion 
and specie of various countries, exclusive 
of China and South American Republics, 
but including British Self - governing 
Colonies, for the year 1901 (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 301, 
of Session 1901).”—(Sir John Colomb.) 


aggregate revenue ; 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT, 1901-2. 

Return ordered, “showing, in respect 
of the financial year ended the 31st day 
of Mareh 1902, the distribution of the 
proceeds of the Local Taxation Licences, 
Estate Duty, and Local Taxation (Customs 
and Excise) Duties paid into the Local 
Taxation Account in pursuance of the 
provisions of The Local Government 
Act, 1888, The Local Taxation (Customs 
and Exeise) Act 1890, and The Finance 
Act, 1894 (in continuation of Parliamen- 
tary Paper, No. 345, of Session 1901).”— 
(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 
POOR RELIEF (ENGLAND AND WALES.) 

Copy ordered, “of Statement of the 
Amount expended by Boards of Guardians 
for In-maintenance and Out-door Relief 
in England and Wales during the half- 
year ended Lady Day 1902.” 


*“ And similar Statement for the half- 
year ending Michaelmas 1902.”—-(Mr. 
Grant Lawson.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 
CIRCULATED WITH VOTES. 


Navy—Training Ships. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask the Seeretary 
to the Admiralty whether he can state 
the total amount expended annually in 
maintaining the Naval training ships, 
the number of boys so trained, and 
the average annual cost per boy. 


(Answer.) The information asked for 
in the Question will take some time to 
compile, and when compiled could not 
properly be compressed into the limits 
of an answer. If, however, the hon. 
Member will move for the information 
in the form of a Return, I shall be 
happy to furnish it.—( Admiralty.) 
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Coronation Naval Review —Members’ 
Tickets. 

Mr. ARTHUR MORTON (Deptford): 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the tickets for the Naval 
Review which are issued to Members 
personally will be transferable to their 


friends, in cases where the Members 
concerned do not themselves wish to 
attend the Review. 

(dnswer.) The Board of Admiralty 


understand that the money granted is 
intended primarily to be applied to the 


purpose of enabling Members of the 
House of Commons in their public 


capacity to be present on the occasion 
of an important public ceremony, and 
they have accordingly arranged that 
the tickets issued to Members of the 
House shall be personal. An additional 
ticket has been issued in each case for 
the purpose of enabling a Member to 
be accompanied by a friend. I may 
add that, as far as I have been able 
to ascertain. the proposed arrangement 


is in accordance with the wish of a 
large majority of Members, and, if 


adhered to, it will certainly conduce 
to the general comfort and convenience. 
If the transfer of a Member's personal 
ticket were permitted in one case, it 
is clear that it must be permitted in 
all cases, with the result that a very 
large majority of the passengers on 
the ship would not be Members of the 
House of Commons. I gather that 
this would not be in accordance with 
the general wish. The Admiralty 
therefore propose to adhere to the 
arrangement originally made, and 
tickets issued to hon. Members person- 
ally will only be available for the 
special trains and ships when presented 
by the Members whose names are 
inscribed on them. The same limitation 
applies to tickets issued for the sleeping 
accommodation on board the ss. 
** Atrato.”’—-(.Adiniralty.) 


Poor Law—Enmigration of Girls to 
anada. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire. 
St. Albans): To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
he will state on what grounds the 
Local Government Boara have decided 
that, as a fgenera! rule, pauper girls 
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should not be sent out to Canada above 
the age of ten years, and in no case, 
except under very special circumstances, 
above the age of twelve years, as stated 
in the Board’s memorandum of April 
1888; and whether, having regard to 
the annual inspection described in the 
Board’s circular letter to Clerks to 
Guardians of the 20th April 1898, the 
restriction as to the age of pauper girls 
proposed to be emigrated to Canada 
may now be removed or modified. 


(duswer.) The Rule referred to was 
made on the ground that where pauper 
girls are emigrated to Canada they 
should be sent at an age at which 
they will be adopted into and become 
part of the families of those by whom 
they are received. They thus become 
accustomed to Canadian life betore they 
go into domestic service, and have the 


means of obtaining friends in the 
Dominion who may be expected to 


take an interest in them and to whom 
they can, if necessary, resort for advice 
and assistance. I do not think that 
the annual official inspection mentioned 
in the Question would afford a sufficient 
reason for altering the Rule referred to. 
[ may, however, state that in the case 
of one emigration society | have tenta- 
tively allowed the emigration of girls 
over twelve. The society undertake to 
provide special training at an institution 
tor the girl before emigration, and to 
secure on her arrival in Canada the 
assistance of some lady who is willing 
to act as her patroness and_ special 
friend.—(Loral Glovernment Board.) 


Patent Law Amendment Bill. 
COLONEL DENNY = (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he can hold out any 
hopes of making progress this Session 
with the Bill for amending Patent Laws. 


(Auswer.) I have good hope that this 
Bill may be passed during the present 
Session of Parliament.—( Board of Trade) 


Ireland—Congested Districts—Fishing 
Nets. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that an application to the Congested 





Dis 
ma' 
Cas 


pI 
wh 
fou 
wh 
01 
is 


sta 
shi 
nef 
th 
tal 
no 


ag 
tu 





832 


above 
) Case, 
ances, 
stated 
April 
rd to 
n the 
ks to 
8, the 
r girls 
anada 


dd. 


0 was 
au per 

they 
which 
ecome 
whom 
ecome 
e they 
e the 

the 
od to 
whom 
idvice 
that 
cloned 
icient 
ed to. 
> Case 
tenta- 
girls 
ke to 
ution 
nd to 
a the 
‘illing 
pecial 


rnock 
{ the 
t any 
s$10N 
Laws. 


t this 
‘esent 


f aude ) 
ring 


» ask 
Lieu- 
ware 
‘ested 








333 (Juestions. {17 JUNE 1902} (Juestions. 834 


pistricts Board for four trap nets was| (Answer.) The reply is in the negative. 
made by John Sullivan, of Nedanone, | —(War Office.) 
(astle Cove, county Kerry; that the | inca lai ila ‘ 
,pplication was granted, but the nets, | ou ica—Medais for Oilicers 0 
en forwarded to the applicant, were | Transports and Hospital Shipe. 
jound to be 464 yards short; and|__ MR. FORSTER, Kent, Sevenoaks : 
whether the deficiency will be made To ask the Secretary of State for War, 
ood before payment from the applicant whether a medal issued to commemorate 
* ; any war or warlike operations has ever 
| been granted to the masters and officers 
(Answer.) The facts are correctly | of transports or hospital ships ; and, it 
tated. The deficiency was due to| 8 whether, in view of the great services 
shrinkage in the process of tanning the rendered to the country by the masters, 
nets. It appears to be the custom in officers, and crews of the transports and 
the trade to quote for nets in the un-| hospital ships during the war in South 
tanned state, but as the applicant may | Africa, it is intended to grant to them 
not have understood this when he | the South African medal. 
applied for the nets, the maker has | ~ 
agreed to supply the deficiency without | (Ansier.) There are precedents for the 
further charge.—(Jrish Office.) | award otf medals to the masters of trans- 
| ports and hospital ships in a few excep- 
Irish Land Purchase—Tithes and Quit | tional cases. ‘The question as to whether 
ents. | these precedents should be followed to 
CotonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): Toj any, and, if so, to what extent, in the 
awk the Chief Secretary to the Lord | case of the masters, officers, and crews 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he would state | of transports and hospital ships employed 
for any convenient period, for instance, |during the war in South Africa, is at 
the last ten years, the amount of quit | present under consideration, and | am 
rent and tithe rent-charge which the| not as yet in a position to make a 
Government have obtained on the sale | Statement on the subject.—(ddmiralty.) 
of estates in Ireland, under the Purchase | ; 
Acts, in excess of the quit rent or tithe South African War— Suggested Contribu- 


rent-charge which the Government had jth Fg from Mines in Natal and 


daimed on such estates during the) fp GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
previous six years; also, what has been | To ask the’ Secretary of State hoe the 


approximately the total cost to Govern- | Golonies whether, in view of the in- 


ai ong ig - —* Tent | creased security accruing to the trade 
and tithes on the above estates. and industry of the South African 
Colonies generally from the result of 


(Answer.) 3 Land ee the war, His Majesty’s Government pro- 
ob aid ye o ee h rita vee e | pose to consider the propriety of com- 
= arge v . ° . . . 

obtaine ithe rent-charge In excess 0 |municating with the Governments of 


¢ } e s ; + ‘ - 
the amount claimed on such estates | +}, Cape Colony and Natal, with a view 
during the period mentioned. I am in 


2 ; aoe: |to obtaining a contribution to the cost 
correspondence with the Commissioners 


: : 'of the war from the proprietors of the 
of Woods and Forests in respect of the! pe Beers and aioe > sr Siok 
question of quit rents, and will com- 


; q |diamond mines and gold mines outside 
municate with the honourable and 


° ° | =z Vaal a iv } y 
gallant Member on the subject.—(Jrish | the Tranerenl ane Ceange River Colony. 


Office.) | (Answer.): His Majesty’s Government 
. | do not propose to do so.—(Colonial Office.) 
| 


is demanded. 





Volunteer Decoration. 
Coronet WELBY (Taunton): To ask| Factory Act Fruit Preserving Order. 
the Financial Secretary to the War | Mr. TALBO! (Oxford University) : 
Office whether service in another branch | To ask the Secretary of State for the 
of the auxiliary forces has ever been | Home Department whether he will re- 
allowed to count towards the period of | Consider the Order issued by his authority 


qualification for the Volunteer decora-| for Fruit Preserving under the Factory 
tion. 


| and Workshop Act, 1901, with a view 
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adult women for excessive hours under 
Article 5 of the Order, and extending 
the exception given by Article 6 of the 
Order to young persons under eighteen 
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years instead of only to those under | 


sixteen years of age. 


( Answer.) I think the draft Order goes 
as far as it is safe to go at present, 
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of preventing the undue employment of | Inniskilling Fusiliers are anxious to pe 


permitted to assist in lining the streets of 
London during the Coronation festivities - 
and whether, in view of the fact. that 
these battalions supplied many men to 
the Ist Battalion which so greatly dis. 
tinguished itself at the battles of Petey’s 
Hill and Colenso, and that some of these 


'men have returned to the battalions ip 


After a year or two of experience of its | 
working it may be possible to make a | 


further advance; but even if 1 were 
satisfied that the honourable Member’s 


suggestions were practicable, I should | 


hesitate to adopt them now at the cost 
of delaying for forty days the bringing 
into operation of the new Order.—(Home 
Office.) 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
War Decorations. 
JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether Army Orders 
(No. 94, April 1901, and No. 180, 
August 190!) limit the issue of clasps to 
troops engaged in active operations in 
South Africa on or before the 15th July 
1901. Whether, under existing regula- 
tions, officers and men who fought in 
Scuth Africa between the 16th July 1901 
and the 31st May 1902, inclusive, can 
only receive the bare medal, the same as 
has been awarded to certain officers and 
men who were never in South Africa at 
all during active operations ; and, if so, 
whether he that 
steps will be taken to confer a clasp or 


(2.15.) 


*SIR 


can give an assurance 
clasps, upon troops for services rendered 
in active operations between the 16th 
July 1901 and the last day of the war, 
inclusive, to distinguish them from those 
who saw no fighting. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
The reply to the first two Questions is in 
the aflirmative. As the last 
Question, a proposal has been made to 
add one clasp to the medal, but the 
subject is not yet finally determined. 


revards 


Royal Inniskillings and the Coronation. 
Carraixn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I heg to ask the Secretary of State for 


| differently to the others. 


question, he will consider the advisability 
of meeting their wishes. c 


Mr. BRODRICK: Militia battalions 
who wish to be present at the Coronation 
ceremonies will be represented at the 


average of 150 per battalion. It is not 
possible to treat these two battalions 


I must remind 
the hon. Member that the space available 
for the Militia is necessarily limited. 


Captain NORTON: Does not the 
right hon. Gentleman think — these 


battalions have priority of claim because 
they are Lrish regiments ! 
Mr. BRODRICK : I do not. 


Mr. 


South 


JOYCE (Limerick): Except in 
Africa. 
Canteen and Mess Co-operative Society. 
Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether, seeing that in addition to the 
fact that Colonel Bridge was at one time 
on the Committee of Management of the 
Canteen and Mess Co-operative Society, 
it now appears, in spite of the Statement 
made by the War Office, that another 
Member of the War Office Committee at 
present inquiring into Army canteens 
Was some vears ago the paid servant of 
the Canteen and Mess Society, the work- 
ing of which society is under the in- 
vestigation of the committee, he will say 
What steps he proposes to take in con- 
nection with this matter, 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon Member 


has been misinformed on this subject. 


Captain NORTON : A letter from the 
officer im question, acknowledging it, has 
heen published and not contradicted. 

Indian Rupee Coinage. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 


War whether he is aware that the men of | beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the 3rd and 4th Battalions of the Royal | India whether his attention has been 


| 
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drawn to the fact that the Government 
of India coined, during the financial year, 
1900-01, 150,000,000 rupees; will he 
give the profit per rupee that the Indian 
Government makes at the present price 
of silver, and the greatest number of 
rupees ever coined in a financial year 
during the ten years previous to the 
closing of the Indian mints in 1893 ; and 
will he take steps to prevent the inflation 
of the Indian currency if the Financial 
Member of the Viceroy’s Council favours 
inflation, and, on the other hand, its con- 
traction if that official favour that course. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamittron, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): 1. The number of rupees 
coined during the financial year 1900-01 
was 171,479,318, of which 135,970,779 
were on account of the Government. of 
India, and 35,508,539 for Native States ; 
2, In 1900-01 the net profit made on 
the coinage was about one-third of the 
outturn; the price of silver has fallen 
about 16 per cent. since that date; but 
there have been no recent purchases of 
the metal for coinage, so that the Govern- 
ment is making no profit at the present 
price of silver; 3. The largest number of 
ripees coined in any year from 1882-3 
till 1893 was 129,016,730 in 1890-1; 
4, Additions to the currency are not 
dependent merely on the opinion of the 
Financial Member of the Council of India. 
Coinage takes place only when the 
Government of India and the Secretary 
of State in Council are satisfied that there 
is a real demand by the trade for more 
rupees. 


Canadian Steel Bounties. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can state the amount 
of the bounties paid by the Canadian 
Government on the manufacture or ex- 
port of steel. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Up to the 23rd of 
April last the bounty on steel made in 
Canada was three dollars per ton. From 
that date it is subject to an annual re- 
duction until it expires altogether on 
30th June, 1907. 


Customs Staff and the New Grain Duties. 
Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
toask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 








{17 JUNE 1902} 


Questions. 838 
if he can state what additional number 
of officers will be required in the Customs 
Department consequent on the new 
duties imposed by the Finance Bill, and 
also what will be the increased annual 
cost of the collection of these duties. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): The Board of Customs 
have this matter under consideration, 
but they are not yet in a position to 
frame an Estimate of the addition to 
their staff which may be required to 
carry out the work connected with the 
new duties. They do not expect that 
the annual cost of collection will exceed 
1 per cent. 


Silver Coinage. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. Chan 
cellor of the Exchequer if he will state 
the profit on the coinage of the shilling 
and the half-crown at the present price of 
silver ; and will he explain why, in the 
case of the Australian Commonwealth, the 
sritish Government appropriates — the 
entire profit on the coinage of silver for 


Australia, while in the case of the 
Dominion of Canada the Canadian Goy- 
ernment mints its own. silver and 


secures the profit; and, whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the fact that 
Australia is a silver producing country ; 
and that, in view of the great fall in the 
price of silver, Australia sells her silver 
for less than two shillings and buys. it 
hack when it has passed our Mint at the 
rate of nearly six shillings per ounce. 


sir M. HICKS BEACH: At _ the 
present price of silver, the gross profit on 
the coinage of silver sterling from bullion 
is in the case of a half-crown approximately 
Is. 7d., and in that of a shilling 74d., 
but from. this gross profit the cost. of 
manufacture, etc., which is considerable, 
should be dedueted to arrive at the net 
profit. [ have:no accurate estimate of 
this. The law provides that the Exchequer 
shail receive the profit on the silver 
coinage tor sterling - using Colonies, of 
which the Australian Commonwealth is 
one; and we bear the loss on the gold 
coined there. The Dominion of Canada 
is not a sterling-using Colony, but has a 
local token coinage of its own, The last 


paragraph of the question is a matter of 
arguinent. 
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Alien Immigration. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if his attention has 
been called to the immigration between 
Ist January and 3lst May, 1902, of no 
less than 28,337 aliens for sojourn in the 
United Kingdom, and mainly in’ the 
crowded districts of the East End _ of 
London, and that in the same five months 
54,477 aliens arrived, stating that ‘they 
were en route to America; and whether, 
in view of the effect of this immigration 
upon the labouring population of this 
country, he will urge the Royal Commis- 
sion to sit de die in diem, and submit their 
proposals for legislation before the close 
of the session. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): Before 
the right hon. Gentleman answers the 
question, may I ask whether there is 
any evidence that all the 28,337 aliens, 
not stated to be ev for America, 
arrived, as stated in the question of my 
hon. friend, “for sojourn in the United 


route 


Kingdom,” and settled in any particular 


quarter of London. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALFour, Leeds, 
Central): The answer to the supplement- 
ary Question is in the negative. The 
number stated are those of aliens arriving 
in the United Kingdom from Continental 
ports, who are not described in the Alien 
Lists as en route for other countries, and 
who are so described respectively. I 
have on other occasions informed the 
hon. Member that those not described as 
en route do not all come for sojourn in 
this country. I see no reason to make 
any representations to the Royal Commis- 
sion as regards their procedure. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman take steps to 
prevent the importation of aliens into the 
Stock Exchange ! 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: And into 


this House ? 


Metropolitan Fire Brigade. 

Sin HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he 
will consider the desirability of legislation 
to transfer the Metropolitan Fire Brigade 
from the control of the London County 
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' Council to that of the State, and making 
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it a branch of the Metropolitan Police. 
Has not such a course been frequently re- 
commended by those having experience ? 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircure, Croydon): I am aware that the 
proposed transfer had been recommended 
hy a Committee of which I was a member 
some years ago before the constitution of 
the London County Council, but I do not 
think that legislation in that direction js 
now practicable. 


London Water Bill. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 


President of the Local Government 
Board what the procedure will be in 
reference to the London Water Bill when 
it comes back to the House from the 
Joint Committee: whether he will take 
care that the Report and Minutes of the 
Committee and the evidence given before 
them shall be printed and in the hands of 
Members before the Bill is taken; and. 
if he can say approximately at what date 
the Bill will be taken in Committee of 
the whole House. 


THe PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, S.): On the return of the 
sill from the Joint Committee it will, in 
accordance with the usual practice, be 
recommitted to a Committee of the whole 
House, and will be subsequently treated 
asa public Bill. I cannot at present say 
when the Bill will be taken in Committee 
of the House, but it will not be until after 
the Report of the Joint Committee has 
been circulated. The evidence will be 
issued in due course, but I cannot under- 
take to defer the Committee stage until 
this has been done. 


Insurance Policies. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. Attor- 
ney General for Ireland whether he is 
aware that in certain cases Insurance 
Companies have issued policies and ae- 
cepted premiums for many years without 
admitting the age on the face of the 
policy, and have then sought by a techni- 
cal objection to delay and embarass the 
payment of the sum assured ; and whether 
he will introduce legislation to secure 
policy holders. 
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ATTORNEY 


THE GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 


derry, N.): My attention has not been 
called to the matter referred to. The 
insured can always protect themselves 
by the contract they enter into with the 
companies. Legislation on the subject 
does not seem to be necessary. 


Dublin Policeand the United Irish 
League. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
tothe Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
ders have been given to the members 
of the Dublin Metropolitan Police to 
attend at and take the names of people 
attending meetings of branches of the 
United Irish Leaguein Dublin ; whether 
he is aware that a number of constables 
and an inspector attended the place of 
meeting of the Mountjoy branch on 
Ihursday last, and interrogated those 
attending the meeting and asked for the 
names of the chairman and _ secretary ; 
nd whether this action of the police has 
his sanction; and, if not, will he give 
instructions to the police to discontinue 
it. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): No, 
Sir. No such instructions have been 
given. The hon. Member has not been 
correctly informed of the facts alluded 
to in the latter part of his question. 
[he constable on beat-duty inquired the 
names of the chairman and secretary of 
the meeting. The constable was visited 
in the ordinary course of patrol by his 
inspector and sergeant. No other 
members of the force were present. The 
constable and his officers acted in accord- 
ince with the ordinary routine of their 
luty and quite irrespectively of the 
character of the meeting in question. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that an inspector and 
five constables stood at the door talking 
the names 2 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that 
when the constable saw a crowd assemb- 
ing, he asked the cause, as was his duty, 
ind took the names. 

Mr. NANNETTI: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the constable was 
tually invited into the room ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot discuss this matter by Question 
and answer. 


(Juestions. 


Mr.WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
Are we to understand that it is within 
the ordinary routine of duty of a police 
officer to demand the names of the 
secretary and chairman of any meeting 
that may be held in Dublin ? 


Mr WYNDHAM: [I said nothing of 
the kind. The constable had no instrue- 
tions, but he very properly asked the 
cause of the crowd assembling, as was 
his duty. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give instructions to members 
of the force to discontinue this practice 
of taking names ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Certainly not. It 
is the duty of an officer when he finds 
a crowd obstructing the pavement to 
find out what is going on. 


Ballycastle Local Government Elections. 

Mr. MACVEAGH : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that, 
during the local government elections 
at Ballycastle, County Antrim, on 4th 
June, a tent specially erected within the 
grounds of the Ramoan National Schools, 
the polling station for the district, was 
permitted to be used as a tally room for 
one set of candidates; and, seeing that 
written protests were served upon the 
presiding officer and upon the deputy 
returning officer, will the matter receive 
the consideration of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland; and will the 
attention of the Board of National 
Education in Ireland be drawn to these 
proceedings. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board has no knowledge of, and 
no control over the matter mentioned 
in the question, to which, however, the 
attention of the Commissioners of 
National Education has been drawn. 
If any illegality has been committed the 
parties aggrieved can seek redress by 
petition. 

White Estate, Bantry. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W) : 

I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Land Judges have received from the 
Land Commission the valuator’s report in 
connection with the sale of the White 
Estate, near Bantry ; and if he can state 
approximately when the sale will take 
place. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Land Com- 
missioners expect to make their Report to 
the Land Judge during the present week. 
It is quite impossible to state, even 
approximately, when the sale will take 
place. As soon as I receive information 
in the matter I will communicate with the 
hon. Member. 


Education Bill. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
boro): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whetheran Education Committee 
appointed under the provisions of Clause 
12 of the Education Bill would bear the 
same relation to the County Council as a 
Surveyors’ Committee appointed by a 
County Council. 


THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I should imagine that the answer is 
in the negative. 


Business of the House. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the 


right hon. Gentleman what the business 
on Friday and in the early part of next 
week will be 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Friday the 
business will be the discussion of Vote 12 
for the Navy. It will be remembered 
by the House that we put this Vote down 
for an evening sitting last week, but a 
Motion for Adjournment occupied most of 
the time which should have been given to 
It. 


Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I would remind the right hon. Gentleman 
that this Vote is usually kept back as long 
as possible, so that we may retain an 
opportunity for raising Navy questions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, and a large 
number of Members are interested in the 
question proposed to be raised. It is 
necessary however, that we should take 
the Vote. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Sirn FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) : 
Does the right hon. Gentlemen propose 
to take Estimates next Thursday 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. As [ 
have said before, we shall take the Scotch 
Estimates, subject to finishing the Report 
stage of the Finance Bill to-morrow, which 
I hope is not in doubt. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
Estimate for £100,000 for the expenses of 
the Coronation be submitted before the 
Coronation ceremonies, in accordance with 
precedent ! 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: No. I should 
imagine it is not in accordance with 
precedent. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: It 


accordance with precedent ? 


is in 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): When will the Report stage of the 
Vote for Lord Kitchener be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is down for 
tonight, but I do not know whether it 
will be reached. On Monday and 
Tuesday next week the Education Bill 
will be taken, and, as the House is aware, 
the Tuesday evening sitting will be 
devoted to the Coronation Adjournment 
Motion. Wednesday I propose to leave 
open. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 
When wili the Third Reading of the 
Finance Bill be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Possibly on 
that Wednesday. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): Will the Admiralty Vote be 
taken on Friday 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : It wiil be taken 
on Friday. I shall not close the Vote on 
Friday, so as to give a further opportitnity 
of raising questions upon it, if the House 
desires to do so. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


dee): What questions are to be raised ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My noble 


friend the Member for Woolwich is going 
to raise important questions which he 
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would have raised the other night had not 
private business prevented him. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Is it 
not the case that the noble lord the 
Member for Woolwich joined with me in 
appealing to the right hon. Gentleman to 
keep back the Vote ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot be- 
lieve that my noble friend has been guilty 
of inconsistency so great, because he has, 
in public and in private, strongly urged 
me to take this Vote on the earliest 
possible day. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS—STEAM- 
SHIP SUBSIDIES. 
That they give leave to the Lord 
Brassey jto attend in order to his being 
examined as a Witness, before the Select 
Committee appointed by this House on 
Steamship Subsidies, his Lordship con- 
senting. 
NEW BILL. 
WILD BIRDS’ PROTECTION ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. | Bill 238.) 


WAYS AND MEANS 
REPORT. 


Resolutions reported— 


{16TH JUNE] 


SURTAX AND ALLOWANCE ON SPIRITS. 

1. “That on and after the 17th day 
of June, 1902, the respective duties of 
Customs on imported spirits shall be 
increased by one penny.” 


INCREASE OF CUSTOMS DUTIES ON GLUCOSE. 
2. “That on and after the 17th day 
if June, 1902, the duties of Customs on 
imported glucose, imposed by section 2 
f The Finance Act, 1901, shall be, as 
respects solid glucose, three shillings and 
threepence, and as respects liquid glucose, 
wo shillings and sixpence.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 





WDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
9 | ARAse | 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
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Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


Clause 1] :— 


Amendment again proposed— 

**In page 1 line 11, to leave out the word 
‘shall,’ and insert the words ‘may with the 
consent of the council of the county.’ ”—(Sir 
Edward Grey.) 

Question again proposed, “That the 
word ‘shall’ stand part of the clause. 


(2.40.) Dr. MACNAMARA (Camber- 
well, N.) said the Government had, as 
a result of pressure, decided to give 
autonomy for elementary education only 
to non-county boroughs with a popula- 
tion of over 10,000, and to urban districts 
with a population of over 20,000. He 
had endeavoured to point out that this 
proviso was not justified by educational 
considerations, and entirely destroyed 
the ‘one authority” scheme of the 
sill. It was, too, at variance with every- 
thing which the Vice-President of the 
Council said on a similar proposal in 1896. 
The Bill of that year originally proposed 
to create 128 authorities, but under 
extreme pressure autonomy was given to 
municipal boroughs with a population of 
20,000, and that increased the number 
of the education authorities from 128 to 
197—an increase which the right hon. 
Gentleman declared to be disastrous to 
the whole scope of the Bill. If those 
were the opinions of the right hon. 
Gentleman in 1896, what had he now to 
say to the proposal which would increase 
the number to 329% But the oracle of 
the Education Depart ment was absolutely 
dumb; he was probably stricken speech- 
less by the educationally stupid proposal 
now betore the Committee. He had 
desired to mitigate the evil by increasing 
the population limit, but had failed, and 
now he asked that autonomy should be 
given in the cases of these municipal 
boroughs and urban districts only at the 
discretion of the County Council. He 
appealed to the Government to make 
that concession and he did so on 
educational grounds. His proposal would 
at anyrate secure paramouncy for the 
County Council, and it would tend to 
educational efficiency. These smaller and 
richer urban areas ought not to be 
allowed to contract themselves out of 
their proper obligations to the whole 
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county, as this proviso would un- 
doubtedly enable them to do. Take the 
case of the county of Kent. Canterbury 
and sixteen other authorities would be in 
a position to take themselves out of the 
county scheme, and Dover, Chatham, 
Maidstone, Tunbridge Wells, Folkestone, 
Rochester, Ramsgate, Gravesend, 
Margate, Faversham, Deal, Gillingham, 
Bromley, Beckenham, Erith and Penge 
would all be able to cut themselves apart 
from the county, and the Committee 
could easily imagine the condition of an 
agricultural county like Kent if they 
took out of it all those rating areas for 
the purpose of elementary education. 
They were continually being reminded of 
the need for additional rural schools, for 
more money for teaching, and for better 
staffs and apparatus. They were told that 
the rural school was the weakest link in 
the educational chain, and yet they 
were opening the door for all these rich 
areas to take themselves out of the 
county scheme, thereby weakening the 
hands of the county authorities. In the 
county of Lancashire thirty-one areas 
would be cut out, in Middlesex thirteen, 
in Staffordshire fourteen, and in the 


West Riding of Yorkshire fifteen—in- 
eluding such places as Rotherham, 
Keighley, Wakefield, Dewesbury, 
Botley. Barnsley, and Todmorden. 


Only the starving rural sch ols would be 
left in, in fact. He did think the Govern- 
ment might agree to give the county a 
general controlling influence and power 
to say whether or not these authorities 
should be allowed to contract themselves 
out. He regretted that they had not had 
the advantage during these debates of the 
presence of the Colonial Secretary. The 
right hon. Gentleman, in discussing the 
matter with his constituents on 17th 
May, deseribed the Bill as an honest 
attempt to deal with the education ques- 
tion. He admitted that it was not a 
perfect Bill, and that Amendments might 
have to be made on matters of detail, 
such as the area of rating and the com- 
position of the authority to be created, 
and he added that the Government were 
prepared to consider suggestions with an 
openmind. Why should not the Govern- 
ment then accept the moderate com- 
promise embodied in the Amendment of 
the hon. Baronet the Member for Ber- 


wick, and make the County Council the 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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paramount authority for educational 
purposes ? Would it beinthe interest of 
the county scheme that these small urban 
districts should be allowed autonomy, 
both administrative and rating, for ele- 
mentary education ? 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
supported the Amendment, because 
he held that the proposal of the 
Government in this matter would inter. 
fere to a serious extent with the funda- 
mental principle of the Education Bill. 
He took it that that fundamental prin- 
ciple was financial unity within the 
county, or in other words that the 
County Council should have control of 
the county fund, and any interference 
with that principle seemed to him to be 
materially injurious to the true principle 
of the Bill. It would, in fact, be re- 
actionary; it would be going back to 
what was the vice of education at the 
present time—-the system of raising the 
education rate in too small areas. It was 
necessary that they should have the rate 
levied in a sufficiently wide area, and that 
area ought to be the county area. At 
the same time, while he desired to main- 
tain the principle of unity as regarded 
financial control, he thought it would be 
possible to give administrative autonomy 
to the smaller areas, and he did not see 
that there would be inconsistency in so 
doing. If they did not have that financial 
unity within the county, if they had 
other arrangements, the whole principle 
of the Bill as regarded unity of adminis- 
tration for elementary and_ secondary 
education was cut asunder at its very 
foundation. Looking into the matter, he 
had found that these smaller urban and 
borough districts accounted for a 
population of about six millions. The 
populations in the counties outside 
London, and the bounty boroughs which 
were not affected, might be taken at some- 
thing like 18,000,000, and, therefore, 
to begin with, this proviso cut out 
one-third of the whole population of 
the ordinary county districts. If they 
took these districts out of the Bill for 
elementary education purposes, and if 
they were not rated to the county for 
such purposes, the representatives of 
those districts would not form part of the 
county authority for elementary education 
purposes, because ther was no principle 
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more firmly established as regarded | 
local government than that the repre- 
sentative of a district which did not 
contribute to the rate, had no right 
either to act or vote in connection with 
the subject affected by the rate. That 
was laid down in the Local Government 
Act, 1888. As he had said, the result 
of this proviso in the Bill would be to 
take something like one-third of the 
County Council representatives out of 
the elementary education authority alto- 
gether, and, from his own experience, 
he would say the most important third, 
for it was beyond doubt that they got | 
increased interest in educational matters 
where the population was less scattered. 
The result would be that for elementary | 
education they would have the County 
Council minus the representatives of 
those particular areas, whilst for) 
secondary education they would have 
County Councils plus the representatives 
of those areas, and that would create | 
two entirely different bodies. It would | 
take out of the elementary education | 
authority a considerable number of the | 
men most active in educational matters | 
inthe country districts, and that would | 
re-act on the educational system, because | 
there would not be sufficient interest | 
in the country districts to maintain | 
education at an efficient level. He would | 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 
whether he could not hold out some | 
hope of accepting the proviso, not| 
necessarily in the form in which it had | 
been worded, by the hon. Member for 
Berwick. He wanted the County 
Councils to have the opportunity of 
saying whether their districts should be 
cut out in the way proposed. The con- 
stituency he ‘represented was made up 
of large urban districts, and, therefore, 
it was one which was particularly affected 
by the Amendment. That, however, 
was not the consideration they ought 
to have before them. Parliament was 
now establishiny a great educational | 
organisation which ought to be effective 
for many years, and all smaller con- 
siderations ought to be put aside. From 
his own experience, he was sure that 
the Bill, as it stood, would work badly. 
Every Member of the House should | 
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_ undoubtedly to be the preservation of the 


financial unity of the county while giving 
such administrative autonomy as was 
required to these boroughs and urban 
districts. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): There is 
some force in the considerations urged 
by the hon. and learned Member for 
Stretford ; but none of those considera- 
tions support the Amendment, because, 
even if the Amendment were carried, the 


| difficulties which the hon. Member has 


so lucidly stated would arise with just 
the same force, though possibly not the 
same frequency, as under the proviso as 
it stands. [ do not agree that it is 
essential that there should be one rating 
authority for the whole county. The 
position of these urban populations and 
their educational needs are different from 
those of the county districts, so that I 
cannot assent to the proposition laid 
down by the hon. Member. As to the 
arguments of the hon. Member for Ber- 
wick and others, I do not at all deny 
that they have some force, but they are 
conclusively answered by the arguments 
on the other side) What we want in 
the Bill is not theoretic symmetry and 
perfection, but the greatest amount of 
practical efficiency. In elementary 
education, practical efficiency is best 
secured by the close and vigilant control 
of local authorities, elected from not too 
large areas, and not too far distant trom 
the schools they have to supervise. 
Upon that principle, I should have been 
prepared to go even further than the 
proviso, and | hope the Government 
will adhere to it. That the needs of 
these districts are not the same is 
recognised by a later proviso which 
permits the local authorities for elemen- 
tary education to be also the local 
authorities for secondary education. 
That isa valuable proviso, and will be the 
more valuable if the 2d. rate limitation is 
adhered to. The power of the local 
authority to raise an additional 1d. rate 
for secondary education will be very 
valuable, because it will enable more to 
be done for secondary education than 
would otherwise be done. But if the 
authorities cease to be the authorities 





have the courage of his opinions. and | for secondary, education that proviso, as 
try and secure that the Education Bill! well as other provisos, will fall to the 
was drafted in the best possible form.! ground, so that in the interests of 
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secondary as well as of elementary; Sim EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 


education the proviso is desirable and | 
necessary. All the reasons which | 
suggested the insertion of that proviso | 
suggest its retention, and the Govern- | 
ment would rather stultify the scheme of | 
the Bill if they were to give way to this_ 
Amendment. It is true there may be a| 
certain amount of practical inconvenience, 
but if we have to chose between 
theoretic perfection and real efficiency, | 
we cannot doubt which way our choice | 
should lie. If the inconvenience should | 
prove to be as great as the hon. Member 
for Stretford division anticipates, it will | 
still be possible for these local authorities 
to rid themselves of the duty and to fall | 
into the county. That, I think, would 
be a far better way of avoiding the 
difficulty than that suggested by the! 
Amendment. The latter seems to open | 
up a very undesirable ground for | 
controversy and friction between the 
county and the local authorities, and I 


hope the Committee will decide that the | 
wiser | 


Government have chosen the 
course, and reject the Amendment. 
*(3.2.) Mr. FISON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Doncaster) hoped the Government 
would not accept the Amendment, 
because, if they did so, it would 
absolutely kill the proviso. He had 
been a Member of the Yorkshire 
County Council, and of its Technical 
Instruction Committee, and he entirely 
disagreed with the view put forward by 
the hon. Member for Camberwell. He 


instanced the case of the ancient 
borough of Doneaster, with 30,000 
inhabitants, which had hitherto con- 


ducted its educational work extremely 
well. The Corporation themselves had 
founded an elementary school, and had 
also set aside money for technical 
instruction. Was it fair and reasouable 
that that borough should have to go 
cap in hand to the West Riding County 
Council and ask permission to go on with 
the work they had -o well begun ? 
Another instance was that of Keighley. 
Was Keighley to be put under the heel 
of the County Council? If the Amend- 
ment in its present form was carried, he 
did not believe, from his knowledge of 
County Councils and County Council 
officials, that they would vermit these 
small boroughs to take up educational 
work, 


Mr. Bryce. 


| practical gain would be 
| Much of the argument of the hon. and 


leaven 


land, Berwick) said he really put forward 
| the Amendment as a compromise, in the 
| hope that it would make the proviso less 
| deleteriousto educational efficiency thanit 
would otherwise be. Hedid not pretend 
that the proviso even with the Amend- 
ment would be asatisfactory arrangement, 


but he would infinitely prefer the proviso 


thus amended to the proviso unamended, 
His sole object being to make the proviso 
less mischievous and arbitrary, he would 
willingly agree to any other compromise 
which would secure some definite point. 
The hon. and learned Member for theStret- 
ford Division, who had put his finger 
upon some really important matters, 
had an Amendment on the Paper cover- 
ing certain points. If the Government 
were prepared to accept that Amend- 
ment, he would willingly sacrifice his 
own in its favour, because a certain 
thus secured. 


learned Member was in support of the 
present Amendment; that part which 
was against it was also against the pro- 
viso as a whole, and that which was not 
against the whole proviso was in favour 
of the Amendment. There would doubt- 
less be anomalies. The County Councils 
would have great difficulty in carrying 
out the present education scheme, but 
they would be much better judges of the 
needs of their own districts than Parlia- 
ment could be, and if an authority like 
the County Council was to be placed in 
such a responsible, important, and diffi- 
cult position, as the House had decided 
it should he, it ought to have a free hand, 


The hon. Member for Doncaster had 
given telling instances of individual 


boroughs which had done excellent work, 
and had said what a pity it was that 
they should be interfered with by the 
County Council. But the Committee 
were now discussing how to get a better 
and more complete educational system 
for the country than at present existed, 
and the fact that individual non-county 
boroughs hail done the work well 
ought not to be made an obstacle in the 
way of a complete scheme for the whole 
county. If places like Keighley had 
done the work so exceedingly well, it was 
most desirable that they should be 
brought into close relation with the 
County Councils; they would be the 
and the inspiration of _ the 
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County Councils in extending the good 
works they had done within their own 
areas. He had put forward his Amend- 
ment in the interests of practical effici- 
ency; the right hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen had said that he opposed 
it on the same ground. Some _ hon. 
Members on that side of the House were 
afraid the County Councils would be 
very bad authorities for dealing with 
elementary education. 3ut the House 
had decided that they were to be the 
authorities, subject to this proviso. That 
being so, even supposing they would be 
bad authorities, was it desirable to insist 
upon their being worse than they need 
be! Was their power in the poorer 
districts to be crippled by there being 
withdrawn from them the great advan- 
tage of having some of these urban dis- 
tricts and non-county boroughs as part 
of their scheme ? A rich district coming 
under the proviso might very reasonably 
feel that it had managed its educational 
affairs well, and that it would lose by 
being thrown into the county with its 
much larger area. But a poor district 
would be able to relinquish its powers 
under the Bill and to throw itself into 
the county, and it would, no doubt, do 
so. Therefore, if the Bill were left un- 
amended, the County Council would be 
left with every urban district which 
would be a difficulty and a burden to it, 
and deprived of every urban district 
which would be an advantage to it. That 
certainly did not seem tomake for etticiency. 
A further point that he would address 
to Members on his own side was that he 
Was anxious to use every possible oppor- 
tunity, whether in regard to education 
or anything else, for promoting a system 
of devolution. If the present temper of 
the country continued, they would be 
still pleading twenty or thirty years 
hence for devolution. He desired to work 
towards that by building up big local 
authorities, but the passion for setting 
up small separately elected independent 
authorities for special purposes was going 
to be one of the great obstacles to work- 
ing out a big scheme of devolution. If 
they desired devolution, they must take 
their authorities and give them a clear 
field of control. Even if the Amendment 
were carried a County Council would still 
have power to delegate its powers to 
these local authorities. The plan he 
proposed seemed, from the point of view 
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both of educational efficiency and of the 
future development of local government, 
to be the true lines on which to proceed. 
The County Council ought to have a 
clear field and ample powers of delegation 
to subordinate local authorities, but, 
above all, it ought to have a fair start. 


(3.15.) THe FIRST LORD oF THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Bavrovr, 
Manchester, E): Two opposite schools 
of educational thought have been repre- 
sented in this Debate. There is the 
school of thought represented by the hon. 
3aronet, by the hon. Member tor North 
Camberwell, and, though perhaps in a 
less degree, by my hon. and learned 
friend behind me. They think that the 
Bill as drawn is educationally inefficient, 
and that it would be enormously im- 
proved by inserting the Amendment of 
the hon. Baronet, or, failing that, the 
Amendment of my hon. friend behind me. 
here is another school represented by the 
right hon. Member for South Aberdeen, 
who says that to accept the Amendment 
would be to destroy or greatly to impair 
the educational efficiency of the Bill. 
Now I find myself in full agreement with 
neither one nor other of these contend- 
ing parties. My view is a more humble 
but, I think, a more practical one. The 
hon. Member for North Camberwell pours 
centempt on any man who is influenced 
in the structure of an Education Bill by 
any but purely educational considera- 
tions. He approaches the Bill purely in 
the spirit of a theoriser and professor. 
In my opinion, the man who approaches 
a question like tais in that spirit may 
produce an excellent paper scheme, but 
it will be a scheme destined to remain a 
paper scheme for all time. We have to 
do with an existing system. We have to 
deal with a scheme which we have 
sufficient difficulty in modifying even to 
the extent which we are modifying it 
under this Bill; and if we are to pile up 
difficulty upon difficulty by uprooting 
every arrangement which has been come 
to in previous times, if we are to add 
unnecessarily to the labour already sufh- 
ciently great, by throwing into the oppo- 
site scale every single one of the com- 
munities whose interests will be touched 
by this Amendment, then it is quite con- 
ceivable that the Bill might be a much 
better one, but it will never be more than 


> 
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a Bill. Ido not think the House would be 
well advised on that ground in taking 
either the hon. Baronet or the hon. Mem- 
her for NorthCamberwellin this particular 
as their guide. I want to know how far 
these Gentlemen who want to make the 
educational map of England absolutely 
afresh, as if there had never been any 
educational or local government arrange- 
ments before—I want to know how far 
they are to proceed in their searcle after 
theoretical consistency. Are they going 
to deprive all those boroughs and urban 
districts of the powers they already 
possess in regard to technical and 
secondary education by the Act of 
1889! If not, do not let them talk 
about consistency and theoretical perfec- 
tion in our arrangements. If they are, 
then I give them all credit as theorists, 
but from a practical point of view their 
scheme is evei. wilder than perhaps they 
intended it to be. Nor do | agree with 
the contention of the right hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen, that the plan we have pro- 
posed will, in its working, prove seriously 
detrimental to the cause of education, 
primary or secondary, or of the co- 
ordination of the two. Let me, in the 
first place, point out that the view of the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell that 
the effect of the Bill as it stands will be to 
take out of the counties all the richer 
areas which are required in order to 
enable the poor agricultural districts to 
deal with their voluntary schools, is based 
upon a misconception. I have taken 
some trouble to go into this ; and I find 
that, though there are counties that will 
lose by the exclusion of these boroughs 
and urban districts from the rating area, 
there are counties, on the other hand, 
which distinctly gain; and no general 
proposition can be laid down as to the 
effect upon rating which will be pro 
duced by the Amendment he supports. 
Again, in reference to the argument 
of the hon. Baronet, I must point out 
that he forgets the actual words of the 
clause. No merging of boroughs or 
urban districts is possible, except with 
the consent of the County Council, and 
under conditions which the County 
Council must agree to. Therefore. we 
may take it as certain, that whatever 
line the County Council take in respect 
of any borough or urban district which 
may desire to merge itself in the county, 
will be taken with full knowledge of 
Mr. A, J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 





Pill. 856 


such merging, and with full desire on 
the part of the County Council to ae. 
cept the surrender offered them. We 
have been told a/ nauseam that the 
effect of the proviso is to overthrow 
the one authority principle. Now the 
phrase “one authority ” is a convenient 
and a brief phrase, and I should have 
thought well understood. What we 
aim at in the one authority principle 
is, in the first place, from a local govern- 
ment point of view, to get rid of the 
ad hor business, and not to have two 
popularly-elected * bodies in the same 
area with equal authority over the rates, 
and both dealing with primary eduea- 
tion ; and, secondly, that primary educa- 
tion should not be divorced from 
secondary education in the artificial 
manner in which it is under our 
existing system; that the two should not 
be in antagonism and should not over- 
lap, but that there should be a natural 
passage from one to the other on the 
part of those scholars who are fit for 
higher training. That principle is 
not interfered with by Clause 1. 
It must be remembered that these 
boroughs and urban districts have 
already powers over secondary education, 
and when you give them power over 
primary education in their district, you 
do give to a single authority in a single 
district those powers which will enable 
them to co-ordinate the two great and 
inseparable halves of education. I be 
lieve it will be found that if you give 
them the powers we give them, they 
will not only be able to co-ordinate 
primary and secondary education in 
their areas, but that they will gladly 
fall in with some general scheme of the 
county of which they are a part for 
dealing with secondary education on 
even a larger basis. Therefore, though 
I do not contend that this clause as it 
stands, with the proviso, reaches that 
theoretical finish and perfection which 
all of us in our speculative moods might 
desire, neither do I admit that it destroys 
the principle of the Bill, or that it will 
seriously impair that co-ordination of 
primary and secondary education which 
it is one of our great objects to attain. 


*(3.30.) Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, 
Rossendale) said he was indebted to the 
hon. Baronet, the Member for Berwick, 
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for raising this question, because the 
debate which had taken place had very 


much cleared the ir. He heartily 
endorsed the arguments which his 


right hon. friend the Leader of the 
House had used to show that this 
clause with this proviso was really one 
of the best provisions of the Bill. He 
had tried to amend the Clause itself in 
the direction of retaining the School 
Boards in large areas, and he had not 
yet given up all hope of being able to 
discuss that question again. For the 
moment, however, he thought they 
should fix their minds upon the fact that 
education, under local authority in some 
form or another, had been going on in 
non-county boroughs for something like 
thirty vears. They must not forget that 
there were 115 towns with above 10,000 
inhabitants, and urban districts with 
20,000. which, at the present moment, 
were exercising all the functions of the 
new local education authority through 
the School Board. In his own division of 
Lancashire, education had taken a very 
progressive form during the last few 
years in small towns, and the Amend 
ment under consideration would make a 
very considerable difference in small 
towns in Lancashire. It was essential 
above all things in regard to the edu- 
cation of the country in future, that 
the localities, and even the small localities, 
should be imbued with the spirit of 
progress in education—the local pride 
and ambition to enable them to say 
that their population would be the most 
highly educateé people in the county 
or the country. They must not in any 
way discourage that ambition by the 
operations of the Bill. It was because 
he believed that the Government on this 
particular point had carefully regarded 
the conditions which existed in towns of 
above 10,000, up to the county boroughs, 
that he hoped they would tenaciously 
hold tu that which they had laid down, 
namely, that it was only in the absence 
of that local spirit and local pride 
hecessary tu induce local authorities in 
the prescribed areas to undertake primary 
and secondary education, the County 
Council! would in any way come 
in to undertake the duty for them. 
From that point of view he thought 
it was most important that _ his 
hon. friend the Member for 
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should not divide the House on this sub- 
ject. Hethought the Committee might 
thank him for having raised the ques- 
tion, but after the expression of the 
opinion of the Government through the 
First Lord of the Treasury, he hoped his 
hon. friend would let this provision pass 
in the interest of education. It had been 
proved to demonstration in America that 
the smallest communities in that country 
had a perfect educational system from 
primary education upwards. What 
could be done in America in this respect 
could be done here. There was afurther 
difficulty which might arise. He 
thought the councils of towns of up- 
wards of 10,000 would be up in arms 
against this Amendment. They were 
proud of what they were doing, and he 
believed it was the interest of Parlia- 
ment to cultivate that spirit in them. 


UNE 1902} 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
stated that there were towns with large 
populations, which no doubt would in the 
course of a few years become county 
boroughs, and it was betterfor thecountry 
that they should at once be endowed with 


full powers to deal with education. 
There were Oxford and Cambridge 


eminent in education. In Yorkshire, 
such towns as Rotherham, Keighley, and 
Wakefield, with populations, in the case 
of the former of 54,000, in the case of 
the two latter of 41,000 each, were 
surely entitled to regulate their own 
educational — affairs. In Lancashire, 
Southport and Blackpool would soon 
become county boroughs. There 
would be great disappointment felt 
by those places if a change were 
made in the Bill whereby they would be 
prevented from getting the powers pro- 
posed to be conferred on cas They 
would be grievously hurt if the change 


suggested in the Amendment were 
adopted. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): The right hon. 
Gentleman rather challenged me on 


an observation which I made on 
this Bill—that it does not appear to 
be a single authority Bill. It has 
been enthusiastically supported by the 
hon. Member for Rossendale. My hon. 
friend accepts the declaration of the right 
hon. Gentleman on the ground that the 
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great object ought to be to have the 
largest possible number of small local 
authorities, because they have greater 
knowledge of the localities and greater 
facilities for looking into their educational 
requirements. 1 may have misunder- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman, but 
from the first I thought his view was 
that the great evil had been the existing 
small School Boards, and that we were 
now going to have a great educational 
measure which was to set up single 
authorities. They were to be the county 
borough and the County Councils. Why! 
to ordinary persons reading this Bill, it 
would appear to be exactly opposite from 
the principle laid down by my _ hon. 
friend the Member for Rossendale. What 
does the first Clause say? It says— 
‘For the purposes of this Act the council of 
every county and of every county borough shall 
be the local education authority.” 
This is the main principle of the Bill, 
and then those smaller authorities come 
in by way of carrying out that plan. 
But it would now appear that it is only 
the small authorities that are really of a 
valuable character, and that the county 
and the eounty borough councils are 
mere supplementary bodies to supply the 


wants of those valuable small local 
authorities. Now, that is the single 


authority Bill which has been paraded 
throughout the country asa great edu- 
cational reform. We are coming—after 
Ido not know how many days _ discus- 
sion, and we are not yet at the end of 
the first Clause—to learn that it was all 
a mistake, and that we must encourage, 
and, if possible, multiply to the greatest 
number, the small education autho- 
rities, and reserve to them not only the 
power of dealing with elementary 
education, of which they might have 
some special knowledge, but the power 
of dealing with higher education also. 
In point of fact this is not a single 
authority but a multiple authority Bill. 
That is an entire revolution upon what 
I think has been generally understood 
by the country. I believe that the 
phrase about a‘ single authority” has 
had a good deal to do with the opinions 
formed by many in regard to the Bill, 
and so as we goon with the measure 
it seems to me to change its character. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that by 
a single authority he meant nothing 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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else but an authority that would com- 
bine elementary and higher education. 
That is the only singleness he contem- 
plated. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
that. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is 
very difficult to understand what the 
Government view is on that subject. 
I believe a great many persons supposed 
that there would be great benefit in 
having this powerful and _ intelligent 
County Council, as the dominant and 
regulating authority on education within 
the county. That was the idea presented. 
But this proviso doubles the number of 
authorities that are to be set up under 
the Bill. There are about 200 authori- 
ties at present, and to these you add 
other 200. When we proceed to discuss 
the Bill it must be treated from the 
point of view that there may be twenty 
or thirty different authorities, some 
larger and some smaller, but all acting 
from some different view of education, 
which is the great virtue of the measure 
according to my hon. friend the Member 
for Rossendale. 


*Mr. MATHER indicated dissent. 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Very 


well, instead of getting something like 
uniformity of action, you wili have in the 
counties different authorities proceeding 
upon different principles in their arrange- 
ments for education. The more you 
multiply small areas, according to the 
view of my hon. friend, the better the 
Bill will be. I am not one of those who 


think that the County Council 1s 
by any means a_periect body in 
which to deposit your — education 


authority, but really when you come to 
this multiplication of inferior bodies for 
dealing with education, I would prefer 
what I understood to be the single 
authority principle. 


*(3.44). Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Isling 
ton 8.) said this Amendment had heen re- 
commended on the ground that it was 4 
compromise, and that it ought to be ac 
cepted in the interest of local government. 
Those who used that argument wholly ig 
nored the history of this question which 
had preceded the present debate. What 
was really inspiring their action was that 
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the non-county boroughs had long made a 
strong protest'against the manner in which 
they had been treated by County Councils 
in dealing with the allocation of what was 
known familiarly as the whisky money. 
He held in his hand a protest by the 
non-county boroughs of Lancashire against 
the mode in which they had been treated. 
They contended that they had not received 
their proper share, and the result had 
been that, instead of the advancement of 
education, which was promised by the 
Technical Instruction Act, great friction 
of feeling had been generated, and, 
forsooth, the suggested compromise was to 
say that those non-county boroughs which 


considered a very great injustice, should 
he placed under the domination of the 
County Council, by whom they contended 


that injustice had been inflicted. He , 
could see in this nothing but cause 
for friction in the future. The real 


practical compromise consisted in the 
proviso. which was inserted in the Bill 
by the Government for the purpose of 
maintaining conditions which were his- 
torical and in the interests of educational 
peace und progress, and it was not 
Inconsistent with local government, 
Iut the contrary. They must remember 
that this was a local matter in 
volving considerable care and detail, and, 
if he recollected rightly, the recommenda 
tion of the Royal Commission was that the 
areas for elementary education should be 
smailer than those for higher education. 
He ventured to say that the very best 
educational work of any kind whatever 
which had been done in the country had 
been accomplished by some of the smaller 
boroughs. He had in his possession 
along list of such boroughs, and if their 
educational supervision was to be trans- 
ferred to the rural authority the change 
would be reactionary. The educational 
interest in the boroughs was owing to 
their urban character, and the possibility 
of their united action with the surround 
ing districts which they actually 
served educationally at the present 


moment. The fundamental fact must 
be recognised that there was a 
paramount difference between the 


urban and the rural edueational posi- 
tion. Take the case of Ripon, which 
petitioned that it should not be 
transferred to the educational super- 
vision of a manufacturing interest in 
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had been protesting against what they 
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, itself a largely agricultural community. 
He would take another case, which could 
not be represented in the House, because 
it happened to be the constituency oi the 
right hon. Gentleman who presided over 
the deliberations of this House-—he meant 


Carlisle. There £40,000 to £50,000 had 
been spent largely on _ elementary 


education, and in the petition he had 
from that city it was stated that if they 
were educationally attached to the 
county there would be a great educa- 
tional reaction. One great practical 
test was, whether the county authorities 
had rated themselves for the sake of 
There might be one or two 
slight exceptions, but he thought that 
no County Council had rated itself for 
educational purposes. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
Wales.} Wales was an exception, but 
no English County Council had done so, 
perhaps with one slight exception. He 
should like the Committee also to consider 
for a moment the comparison between 
even the county boroughs and the non- 
county boroughs. He found that 
twenty-one county boroughs had rated 
themselves for education and thirty had 
not ; and yet these were to be, most pro- 
perly, the educational authority for all 
purposes. The proportion was only a 
third. in the case of the non-county 
boroughs it was surprising to find that no 
fewer than sixty-one had rated themselves 
and seventy-one had not, or, in other 
words, the proportion was nearly one-half. 
He believedthat almost better educational 
work had been done in some of those non- 
county boroughs than in other parts of 
thecountry. ‘They should be encouraged, 
and nothing should be done to destroy 
their existing educational work. The 
machinery might be different, but 
the men who worked that machinery 
would be largely the same: and if they 
found men doing useful, distinctive, 
successful work for education let them 
rely on these men to give their tellow 
citizens that education which would be 
most useful to them. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that 
the speech to which they had just 
listened was a most powerful indict- 


ment against the whole principle of 
the Bill. He had been filled with alarm 
in listening to the speeches on both 
sides of the House. ‘The whole series 
of arguments went, in his opinion, to 


the West Riding of Yorkshire while it was| the destruction of the principle of the 
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Bill. He was beginning to ask himself 
in the light of these speeches, “ Why 
were they doing away with School 
Boards?*” Hon. Member after hon. 
Member had declared that no educational 
authority had done such good work as 
the School Boards, and that the educa- 
tional areas ought to be small, not large. 
Sut the object of this Bill, as they under- 
stood it, was to substitute for .these 
small areas large areas with large educa- 
tional authorities. That was the great 
principle which was held up and pressed 
upon the House when the Bill was dis- 
cussed on the Second Reading. There 
was to be a large authority with large 
resources ; and they had heard arguments 
which seemed to have great force about 
adding to the dignity of the local bodies 
by giving them these increased powers. 
But now they heard that the County 
Councils were thoroughly reactionary in 
educational matters, and that, therefore, 
the supervision of education was not to 
be thrown upon them. He could quite 
understand the concern of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Rossendale who had quoted 
American precedents and methods, and 
who had said that the smaller the area 
of the educational authority was, the 
better. 


Education 


*Mr. MATHER said that what he had 
argued was that in America they could 
secure educational efficiency under local 
authority in an area with a population 
of 10,000 and even 5,000. 


Mr. DILLON said he could understand 
the views of his hon. friend who sup- 
ported the small educational authority ; 
but he could not understand the views 
ot hon. Gentlemen opposite or the argu- 
ments now being used, and which would 
be used later on with overwhelming 
force when they got to Clause 8 It 
would be said that the rural authorities 
were reactionary, and that the only 
really progressive authorities were the 
boroughs. The right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury had 
endeivoured to argue, with great 
subtlety, that the proviso did not destroy 
the principle of one authority; but he 
could not understand how any human 
being could accept that theory. If the 
proviso was adopted the principle 
of one authority given up as 


Mr. Dillon. 


was 
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regarded the non-county boroughs which 
were excepted by the proviso, and the 
result would be the worst conceivable 
system in the world. There would be 
authority to deal with elementary edu- 
cation but which had not full power to 
deal with secondary education. There 
would be only small atoms of authority 
to deal with secondary education, which 
could only lead to perpetual squabbles 
with the County Councils. It would be 
infinitely better to give them either all 
or no authority. They were going, by 
the Bill, to set up 270 to 300 new 
authorities who were not to have com- 
plete control over all education. He 
supported that Amendment with all his 
heart, and he must confess that some of 
the speeches the evening had filled him 
with concern in regard to the future of 
the voluntary schools. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) said that he proposed to sup- 
portthe Amendmeut, and as he hadspoken 
in favour of the proviso on an earlier 
oceasion, he desired to say why he 
considered both the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Berwick, and of the 
hon. Member for Stretford Division 
were quite consistent with the mainten- 
ance of such benefits as he thought would 
arise from the proviso. One merit of the 
proviso was, that they were throwing on 
the County Councils the immense 
burden of elementary education, and 
that burden would be lightened if 
autonomy in elementary education were 
allowed in the districts now under con- 
sideration. Whether or not any County 
Council felt the burden too heavy would 
be a matter for its own consideration. 
Then he had said, and _ still thought, the 
proviso would be valuable because tt 
would retain that keen and concentrated 
interest in edycational matters which 
had no doubt come to pass in great 
urban centres. It appeared to him 
that there was an impression amongst 
Members on the other side of the House, 
that it was impossible to have any 
interest in education unless they had 
financial control. He believed that the 
interest which existed in those urban 
centres would be as alive, and as valuable 
to the community, as it now was, event 
the financial control were handed over. 
as his hon. friend the Member tor 
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Stretford had suggested, to the county 


authority, leaving to the urban centres | 


their autonomy tor all other purposes. 
For those reasons, he thought that in 
voting for the Amendment he would not 
be acting inconsistently with anything 
he had already said. Further, there 
was very great objection, on principle, 
to breaking upthe jurisdiction of the great 
local authorities, and withdrawing so 
many boroughs and urban districts 
that the area became, like the [rishman’s 
coat, a number of holes stitched  to- 
gether. The policy appeared to him to 
be very undesirable. The county au- 
thorities would have no choice if an 
urban district or borough were to say 
that it would not become part of the 
county, but would retain its autonomy ; 
ithough, if it subsequently desired to 
relinquish independence, the county 
authority would have to be consulted. 
Then, too, Clause 5 left it to the 
borough or urban district council to 
wecept or reject the principle of the 


Bill: and the County Council would 
have no say in the matter. He did not 
know whether hon. Members had 


considered what would be the result if 
the optional clause remained in the 


Bill. Supposing the county with 
sme urban districts and boroughs 
adopted the Bill, and others did 
not, there would be a _ conflict 


of authority, and a variety of educa- 
tional control and jurisdiction, which 
would stultify the whole measure. What 
were the main arguments against the 
Amendment? They were, he would not 
say parochial, but local and personal. 
Member after Member had stated that 
they knew school boards and individual 
boroughs which had done good work. 
One hon. Member stated that the intel- 
lectual level of the rural district coun- 
cils was so low that the grant of educa- 
tional power was required to improve 
them; but he should be unwilling to 
make the children of a county the corpus 
rile of experiments for the education 
of rural district councillors. That was 
the sort of argument they had heard in 
favour of the autonomy of these small 
districts. There were. no doubt, im- 
portant urban districts where good 
educational work was carried on, and one 
objection to the Amendment was based 
on the assumption that it would put 
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such districts in the humiliating position 
of having to come, as the expression 
went, cap in hand, to the County Coun- 
cils. But was it to be supposed that 
there was such little regard on the part 
of one authority for what had been done 
by another authority, that those great 
urban centres would be maltreated by 
the County Councils; that they would 
be set ‘‘ under the heel” of the County 
Councils; and would not have their 
work recognised and_ their position 
approved and accepted by the County 
Councils? He had too great a belief in 
the common sense and good feeling of 
their local authorities, to suppose that 
the Amendment of the hon. Baronet 
would be followed by any such un- 


comfortable if not unfortunate results 
as had been suggested. For that 
reason, and because he did not 


desire to see the general principle of the 
sill needlessly departed from, he would 
support the Amendment. 


(4.5.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
marthen Boroughs) said he could not 
help thinking that a great deal of the 
opposition to his hon. friend’s Amend- 
ment was due to a misconception as to 
how it would work out in practice. 


There was an idea that the County 
Councils would manage the whole 
of the schools within their areas. 


Nothing of the kind would, of course, 
happen. For instance, he had heard 
the argument that a County Council 
could not possibly manage between 200 
and 300 schools in the county. That 
was perfectly obvious ; but the idea, as 
far as he could see, was that the County 
Councils should not manage the schools, 
hut should supervise the education within 
their own areas. That was a_ totally 
ditferent thing, and not at all inconsistent 
with using the town 
agencies. Hon. Members should recollect 
that the Amendment would not keep 
alive school boards at all, although it 
had been argued as if it would keep 
alive school boards in districts of 10,000 
or 20,000 inhabitants. Nothing of the 
kind. School boards went in the districts 
referred to as in all other parts of the 
county. The town council became the 
local authority ; and the only effect of 
the Amendment would be that the County 
Council would exercise its option in 
certain districts of making itself the 


councils as local 
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paramount authority, and of arranging 
with the local authority in regard to the 


He 


had none of the horror of County Councils | authority. 


management of particular schools. 
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level of education throughout the county 


would be kept up. At present there was 
a system of inspection by the central 
An inspector went down once 





which some of his hon. friends appeared | a year, paid a casual visit to the schools 


to have. 


the educational work of the County 
Wales for ten or twelve 
any 
one would say that they had not done 


Councils in 
years; and he 


did think 


not 


They had had experience of | jin the rural districts, and if there were 


any defects he wrote to the Education 
Department, and correspondence followed 
between the clerks of the Department 
|and the local managers. What effect 


their work well; indeed he would go! eould that have? The pressure was 


further and say that no other body to 
whom the work could have been entrusted 


would have done it better, at least in 
Wales. Therefore, after twelve 
experience they in Wales were absolutely 


unable to participate in the horror of 


County Councils dealing with educational 
work which seemed to terrify some of 
his hon. friends. 


South Islington said that the matter 
was started in some quarrel about 
whiskey between the non - county 


boroughs and the county boroughs ; 
but the whiskey quarrel would remain 
exactly as it was. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he only 
mentioned that as an illustration of the 
kind of feeling which existed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it was, of 
course, a very natural feeling, as every 
town wanted to get as big a share of 
the money as it possibly could. But 
that was not friction. It was a simple 
natural operation. Wherever money 
had to be distributed, there would be 
men who would say that their share 
was not adequate. He wished to point 
out, especially to his hon. friends, what 
would really be lost if the boroughs 
were cut out from the general operation 
of the authority of the County Council. 
What would happen? The notion of 
managing three hundred schools was 
folly. He would appeal to hon. Members 


who had sat on County Councils, as he | 


and many of his hon. friends had, as to 
what would happen. The first thing 
would be that the County Council 
would appoint a kind of superintendent 
of education for the county. That 
superintendent would visit the schools, 
and examine them, and report if there 
were any defects in any of them; and 
if there were, the schools concerned 
would be brought up to their work, 
and the result would be that the whole 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


years 


The hon. Member for | 


| too remote and too intermittent, and 
|the inspector did not visit the district 
again for another year. Then, perhaps, 
|a little further correspondence followed; 
and the result was that it took years 
and years to remedy defects in the rural 
schools. What would happen if there 
were really effective County Council 
supervision? The superintendent wouid 
report to the County Council, the 
pressure would be constant; the super- 
intendent could report what progress 
was being made; and if the managers 
declined to act, the County Council 
could refuse them the grant until they 
‘did. The result would be that the 
|managers would act; and if they did 
/not, the County Council could act for 
‘them. There would be constant and 
'not intermittent pressure. What would 
happen if the Amendment were not 
jacecepted ? The districts referred to 
‘would not have the advantage of the 
| organisation which the County Councils 
| would set up; and they would not be 
| able to retain the services of high class 
| officials, who could not possibly be 
| employed by small districts. If, how- 
ever, they were inside the County 
Council area, they would have all the 
| advantages of the organisation of the 
|County Council. Speaking as a repre- 
isentative of boroughs, he said they 
lought not to be deprived of that 
They had, been told that 

work in the towns 


| advantage. 
‘the educational 
magnificent ; but that was 
in favour of bringing 
them inside, and not leaving them 
outside the County Council area. 
He would ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, or the Vice President of the 
Council, would the representatives of the 
towns be entitled to a voice in education 
outside their own districts? He thought 
the Committee ought to have an answer 
to that question. In Glamorganshire, 


| 





|had been 


;an argument 
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twenty urban districts would be autono- 


mous. He wished to know whether the 
representatives of these twenty districts 
yould have a voice in the arrangement 
of elementary education outside their 
own district. Would the First Lord of 
the Treasury point out a single Clause 
o the Bill which said so? As things 
sood now, they would be entitled to 
manage schools outside their own area, 
and impose taxation on districts where 
they had no responsibility. However 
high it might be the taxation would not 
afect them, because they were autono- 
nous. They were entitled to know 
that before the discussion closed. ‘Take 
the other side. These twenty districts 
which were autonomous were the most 
talented districts in Glamorganshire. 
Cardiff and Swansea were outside be- 
ause they were county boroughs, but 
take the great district of the Rhondda 
Valley, which had the best school boards 
in the whole county, and which had a 
first-class system of education. What 
was left atter these were left out? They 
had the district of Gower where, with 
ill due deference to the hon. Member 
ior that constituency, the main thing 
was to keep down the rates. And what 
a curse it would be if they deprived 
them of the educational zeal with which 
they had been filled for so many years. 
liberalism had nothing to fear from 
education, and to leave these rural dis 
tricts to themselves, without any im- 
petus from the urban centres, where 
dducation was part of the daily life, 
would be a curse indeed. He appealed 
to hon. Members not to sever these 
interests; it was a bad thing to do in 
any case, but in the matter of education 
it would be worst of all. He knew the 
ears they had of the County Councils ; 
they had been beaten in the County 
Councils. That was the feeling Con- 
servatives had in Wales, but many of 
the far-seeing Conservatives had come 
round to the other view. When they 
were electing members of a County 
Council, judging by what the County 
Councils were now, all they had to con- 
sider was whether the candidate had 
the intellect of a road breaker. But 


directly they gave County Councils the 
management of the schools, they would. 
bring in the religious and educational 
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interest ; it would be education to the elec- 
tors themselves, and they would get the 
best type of men. In the ordinary way 
a farmer voted for Squire “A” or 
Squire “ B,” the labourer did not care 
anything about it, and the grocer voted 
for his best customer. But that was not 
the case when they approached a great 
question, and he asked the Committee 
not to judge the circumstances as they 
were now, but as they would be; not to 
sever these two interesis, but to bring 
the urban to help the rural, and the 
organisation of the whole country to help 
the urban and rural as well. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said he desired to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury one question. The 
right hon. Gentleman had spoken just 
previously in very broad language of the 
powers of these boroughs under this Bill 


of co-ordinating education. Did the 
right hon. Gentleman allude to the 


powers they had under Clause 3 of the 
Bill, or did he foreshadow something that 
would give these boroughs higher powers 
than they had now? Was he to under- 
stand that the Government only desired 
to maintain what might be called the 
stutus quo between small and middle- 
sized towns, because if that, and that 
alone, was the compromise, it appeared to 
be fair. 


(4.25.) Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, 
Eye) said if this could be accompanied hy 
a series of other Amendments, he might 
possibly support it. If, for example, its 
effect, if carried, would be to enable the 
County Council to exercise that complete 
system of devolution, by making use of 
the existing educational authorities, which 
had in so many places done excellent 
work, and to preserve above certain 
reasonable limits the existing school 
boards, the Amendment might be worthy 
of support. But most of these Amend- 
ments would be out of order. The only 
effect of the Amendment, as it stood, 
would be to apply to the non-county 
boroughs and urban districts, and to 
leave out the other educational authorities 
and the other smaller local Government 
areas, Which they might like to include. 
In the former case, the local authorities 
would be subordinated to the County 
Council, and an unfortunate impression 
would be created upon the public mind, and 


they would be acting in a sense opposed to 
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the best interests of educational efficiency 
by removing from those who lived in these 
particul: iw areas the true sense of local 
educational zeal, and local knowledge, 

and local responsibility which required 
to be exercised. At the same time, the 
moving of the Amendment had done use- 
ful service. It had shown the want of logie 
which existed in this proviso to the first 
clause, and it had elicited from the First 
Lord of the Treasury and others on the 
Ministerial side some extremely power- 
ful arguments which might be reserved 
for future use against the very principle 
of the Bill itself. The non-county 
boroughs were at present represented 
on the County Couneils, and all the edu- 
cational zeal which was said, no doubt 
rightly, to be exhibited in certain non- 
county boroughs and urban districts 
would under the new condition of things 
permeate and leaven the County Councils, 
even if the Amendment were not carried. 


The non-county boroughs above a 
certain population, «as for instance 
oe in his own county, would he 


treated ; separate entities under the 
proviso, but in addition they were, and 
would continue to be, represented upon 
the County Council: and would be 
able to permeate the County Couneils 
with their real or alleged educational 
efficiency, and would be able to effect the 
very object at which the supporters of 


the Amendment were attempting to 
strive. Under the circumstances it 


would be wiser to support the proviso as 
it stood, strongly as he disagreed with it 
on the that it did not go far 
enough. 


ground 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR appe: aled to the 
Posto to a decision on 
the Amendment. 


now to come 


>» EDWARD GREY asked whether 
a gets hon. Gentleman would answer 
the question raised by the hon. 
for the Carnarvon Boroughs with regard 
to the excepted districts being still repre- 
sented on the County Council. 


Mr. . BALFOUR was understood 
to say they would still be represented, 


but their represe ntatives would not have 


power to levy the education rate. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE pointed out 


that they would be in the extraordinary 


Mr. Stevenson. 
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position of having people levying a rate 
over an outside district with which they 


were not connected at all. Could the 
right hon. Gentleman point to a single 
sentence which deprived them of the 


power of levying the education rate over 
other districts than their own ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought they 
ought to follow the analogy of the Bill 
of 1888, in which certain places were 
given police powers independent of the 
county. ‘They were in that respect out- 
side the county, but they were represented 
on the County Council. The ditticulty 
Was great as it might at first 
appear, the actual work would 
be done by the Education Committees, 


not so 


hecause 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : Not the levy- 
ing of the rate. 

Mr. . BALFOUR: No, the actual 
work. The vying of the rate would be 


r 
the ( County Council, and in that 
it would not be proper for those who did 
not pay to have a voice. 


done by 


Lorp EDMUND ~~ FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) pointed out that the 
boroughs to which the right hon. Gentle- 


‘e encile ly exempted for 
under the 
boroughs would be 

dueation, 
elementary 
the analogy of 


man re 
certain purposes, 

present Bill certain 
within the county for hi 
out of the county for 
therefore 

Gentleman 


ferred we! 
\W hereas 


wher 
and 
edueation. Hi, 
the rivht hon. applied, 
they have the position, 
when the Education Budget was presented 


Was 


would peculiar 


to the Council, of the representatives of 
certain districts having the right to vote 
on that Budget so far as higher education 


having no such right 
education. 


was concerned, and 


in reg rare i to elementary 
*COLONEL BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
field) said he was Vice-Chairman 


Education Committee 
in his own county, and represented on 
that Council an urban district which 
would be its own authority for elemen- 
Theretore he would be 
mentioned hy the noble 
Lord. tle expressed the belief that 
there could be nothing worse for educa- 
tion than such a proposition as that made 
by the First Lord of the Treasury, by 
which the County Council should be able 
to reject a district which, because of its 


of the Technical 


tary education 
in the position 
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heavy rates, 
Council. They were just 


in which education 


would 





desired to come under 
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the | 
districts | 
starved, | 


the 


be 


because the people in them had not the 


money with which to provide 
They would have to go 
and 
Councils were to be advised to reject them, 


tion 
to 


necessary. 
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the Bill would do more harm to eduea- 
tion than one could imagine. 
therefore support the Amendment. 


He should 


(4.39.) Question put. 
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(4.50.) Dr. MACNAMARA said that in 
the absence of the hon. and learned Mem- 


ber for Stretford, he desired to move the | 


Amendment standing in his name. He 
could not follow the First Lord of the T reas- 
ury in his statement as to what was the 
rating authority over the whole area, 
and what rates were to be levied in 
tertain ¢ districts. 
effect of this Clause if! regard to the 
incidence of the rateS in the adminis- 
trative courities ? Roughly, they would 
have the rural area having no rate 


at all, for they would have no School 


Board, and the inhabitants would say 
that they preferred denominational in- 
struction. It was true that in such 
areas there might be a number of 
devout people who spent much money 
voluntarily, and they would have a 
preference for a system which permitted 
them to contract out of paying for 
either system. In some cases half of 
the areas would have no local rate at 
all, and the other half might be rated 
up to 3s. or 3s. 4d. in the pound. If 
they were not going to throw the whole 
charge upon the National Exchequer, 
it ought to be equalised. The right 
hon, Gentleman had stated that the 
local authority was going to continue 
its old rate. Some districts would still 
be rated at }d. in the pound, and some 
at 3s. 4d. in the pound. Some districts 
might contract themselves out alto- 
gether. Therefore he hoped the Com- 
mittee would put the finances of education 


upon a_ satisfactory basis and not 
continue this grotesque muddle 
which existed at the present time. 


Take the {county of Essex, where the 
rateable value was about £3,000,000. 


There a rate of 1d. in the pound would, 


produee £12,500. Perhaps in one-third 
of a rural area they would not levy a 


rate at all, and thus escape all local | 


contributions, whilst in the other two- 
thirds they might have a hundred School 
Boards and be levying a rate ranging 
from 3s. 4d. in the pound down to 3d. 
in the pound. Village A might have 
no contribution at all; village B, per- 
haps, would have only a few devout 


people contributing handsomely to 
voluntary schools; in village C, be-| 
cause somebody left some money 


for educational purposes, there might | 


be no rate at all; and in village 
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What would be the! 


bull. 


|D they might have a rate of 3s. 4d. in 
ithe £ This Clause would perpetuate 
the financial muddle which was character- 
istic of the present system. With regard 
to Essex the total voluntary contributions 
from endowments and School Board 
rates and every other source was just 
about £100,000. He was trying to show 
the present state of muddle which they 
ought to endeavour to clear away before 
they went further in the matter. If a 
rate could be levied over the whole of 
Essex of 8d. in the £, they would then 
get more local contributions than from 
all the School Board rates, endowment 
fees, and every other local source, and 
that was what he wanted to come to. 
They ought to have a statement from the 
Government about finance. They had 
heard from the First Lord that the non- 
county borough which was the adminis- 
trative autonomy for elementary educa- 
tion purposes was itself to rate for this 
purpose. He protested against that. 
He asked, in the interest of the county 
as a whole, if they could not have an 
administrative unity they ought to have 
financial unity. It might be said—how 
can you have a rate for the whole county 
of 8d. or 9d. and hand it over to certain 
localities which have autonomy for 
administrative purposes? That was 
what the Education Department was 
doing in connection with its grants. It 
gave them at so much per head. He 
admitted that the scheme was not ideal, 
but that was the fault of the Government. 
What he proposed was in the Bill of 1896 
and the Government laid great stress 
upon it at the time. The proposal in 
this proviso was a matter which was 
denounced very strongly in 1896 by the 
Minister in charge of the Bill. 


873 


Amendment proposed, 

‘In page 1, line 11, after ‘district,’ to 
insert ‘ and except as respects the raising of 
a rate or borrowing money for the purposes of 
this Act.’” (Dr. Macnamara.) 

Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman a short time ago 
explained to us what we had not 
understood, namely, what was meant by 
a single education authority. Now we 
should like to hear from him what he 
means by a single rating authority, 
because over and over again in these 
\discussions the right hon. Gentleman 
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has insisted upon a financial rating 
authority. I should like to know, in 
accordance with this proviso, whether 
there is going to be a single rating 
authority in the county. As I under- 
stand there are to be a multitude of 
rating authorities, and that the author- 
ities that come under this proviso will 
be rating authorities independent for 
this purpose of the general rating 
authority. That is perfectly plain. 
Therefore what we have understood to 
have been put forward by the right 
hon. Gentleman over and over again 
with regard to a single rating authority. 
has disappeared very much like the 
single education authority. Then there 
is another anomaly arising out of this 
which has only now come forward in 
the discussion. | think we are just 
beginning to inquire what is the mean- 
ing of this Bill. Nobody, who has been 
studying it has understood its principles 
or anything about it, and the explana- 
tion we have read has not made it clear, 
or, at all events, quite clear. As | 
understand now each of those in- 
dependent authorities amounting to 
200, or thereabout, will stand in this 
position in their respective counties. 
They will—the right hon. Gentleman 
will tell us whether they will or not 

vote for the constitution of the Educa- 
tion Committee which is to conduct the 
education in all the rest of the county 
except in theit own district, which they 
will conduct intheir own manner. I do 
not know whether I am mistaken in 
that. If they have a voice in the 
election of the Education Committee 
they, of course, are dealing with the 
general education of the county, and 
the education which they themselves 
conduct in their own district may be of 
a totally different character from that 
conducted by the Education Committee. 
Then there is the point which was 
well explained by my _ noble friend 
on this Bench in regard to the rating 
authority and in regard to their 
rating liability. I understand from 
what the noble Lord has said, and it 
has not been contradicted, that in respect 
of primary education they will stand in 
a totally different position from that in 
which they will stand with reference to 
secondary education. ‘Therefore as to 
the rating authority. and as to the 

Sir Willian Harcourt 


liability for rates, you will have a multi- 
plicity of rating ‘anomalies created by 
this proposal throughout the whole area, 
it appears that the single rating authority 
and the simplicity of financial adminis. 
tration entirely disappears, and so far 
from there being anything like financial 
unity on rating identity, every one of 
those several entities created by this 
proviso will create anomalies and an 
irreconcilable situation both in regard to 
education and finance. ‘These are points 
on which I am sure the House will be 
glad to have fuller information. 


(5.10.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Wher 
the right hon. Gentleman speaks on this 
Bill it always seems to me as if he had 
just casually taken the Bill from the 
Table of the House and for the first time 
cast his eye over its contents. I do not 
know where he gets them, but he als: 
appears to be always imagining utter- 
ances made by myself or my colleagues 
which we certainly have never made, 
and which do not agree with anything 
which we have ever said, either in public 
or private. Andthese “dream Hansards’ 
are thrown at our heads across the Tabk 
and we are asked to reply to them. | 
must decline to explain any speeches 
except those I have delivered, and these 
I will answer for to the best of my 
ability. The actual provision which the 
right hon. Gentleman appears to dis- 
approve of has been in the Bill from th 
beginning, and on the face of the ‘irst 
Clause. There has never been any con- 
cealment about it, and so far as | re- 
member it was dealt with in the opening 
speech in which I explained the pro- 
visions of the Bill. This Amendment 
seems to meto have all the disadvantages 
which may be urged against the Amen¢- 
ment wehave Just rejected, andalsoa great 
many disadvantages peculiar to itself. 
In so far as the Clause has been framed 
to respect existing interests in the 
localities, the end would not be attained 
by the adoption of the Amendment. | 
turn from that aspect of the question to 
the educational aspect of the question. 
We have been told over and over again. 
and it has not been contradicted, that in 
a great many boroughs there are most 
admirable examples of educational 
energy and efficiency. They have done 
that out of their own rates, which they 
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have raised to meet their own purposes. 
That youjwould stop entirely. By the 
Amendment these localities are left the 
nominal power of managing their own 
education, but they are forbidden any 
real power of maintaining the high 
standard they are anxious and prepared 
to pay for, because they are to be put 
wider a uniform rate settled by the 
county authority. { would earnestly 
hope that the House will not think it 


necessity to occupy very much time in 
discussion of this Amendment. 
(Juestion put and negatived. 
“Toe CHAIRMAN ruled as out of 


rder all the other Amendments to 
1, standing on the Order Paper. 


Clase 


Question proposed, “That Clause | 


tand part of the Bill.” 


CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E) said that the issue raised by this 


lause was of supreme gravity, 


t ame time of great diffieunltv to 
handle adequately. The Committe 
wid remember that he had taken 


Ipon himself, at the bee 
scussion, to move 


inning of 
the post por 

Clause, for the aes 
and full nature could 


determined by the House 


nent oi the 
son that its true 


t de really 


intil a great m: ny other points had 
n i illy considered and decided upon 

Hous [le thought that 

t ty Wils S ill he} re the Com 

The main issue raised by the 

lause could not be sx Dp rated from 
ny subsidiary considerations which 

d to he settled afterwards. The 


stion this Clause raised was whether 
ey were going to make the local 
educational Wthor ty the 
l or tne School Boat 
Members had spoken in 


if School had heen 


( ounty Coun- 
Many hon. 
thos: debates 


Boards killed 


by the rejection of a limited amend 
ment earlier in Committee. He did 
not consider that the School Boards 
had been killed by their decisions, nor 


would be killed by the 
this clause, or that the 
School Board principle 
siroved by the passing of this Bill in 
whatever shape it passed. This would 
final discussion as to the 


passing of 
vitality of the 
would be de- 


hot. be a 


destiny of the School Boards as one 
t the instruments for advancing 
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country. The 
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the education of the 
question was, whether they should 
have a definitely localised representa- 
tive authority, vital and energetic, or 
have a remote and indirect authority 
to deal with education. ‘The discussion 
that afternoon had shown how easily the 
issues of this question might be contused. 
The case of the School Boards as educa- 
tional authorities seemed to him to have 
been enormous! y andneedlessly prejudiced 
by the arguments pressed against them. 
Ile had always held that the arguments 
made use of by the Vice-President ot 


the Council for ending the School 
Boards were based on absolute misinter- 
pretation of what the School Board 


"as 
and the work which they 
had done. lie believed that all Members 
were nearly at one in the wish to |} 
strong and energetic central authority in 
a large area such as a county, and at the 
same time to have within that area ag 

wut horities to work in smailer are ile 

elie ved that that was what the Bil aimed 

o and that was what 
imed at both by the supporters of 
the County Council andthe supporters of 
the ‘School Board principle. He main- 
ined that they could not obtain what 
yall aimed at, except on the 


+ 


obvious to anvone 


really were, 


lave a 


, though impertectiy, 


was a 


they 
principle. It was 


who studied the history of the questi m 


that the genesis of transferring educa- 
tional administration to a county author- 
ty began in the suggestions of the reac- 
tionary officials of the Education Depart- 


1 appointed 


i roy sals 


Roval Commiss 
main idea of the 


then, and in subsequent 


ment to the 
in 1886. The 


put torward 


“ars, one of which he had himself the 
satisfaction of defeating in the Local 
Government Bill of I&ss—was to get 


rid of Mr. Forsi« 

vided in the Bill of 1870, and to 
the schools to an indirect 
authority. That intended to get 
rid of all restrictions on the voluntary 
system to hand over the 
edueational country, 


rs macninerv pro 


transfer 
was 
school and 


resourees of the 


both in the form of grants and rates, 
to the denominational schools. Itseemed 
to him that any Bill whieh did not 


provide for the full development ot the 
School Board system, or something 
equivalent to it, in large and small areas 
would fall entirely short of the 

The objection to the County 


alike, 


mark. 
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elementary education had been admitted 
over and over again. Even that after- 
noon it had been admitted that it was 
wholly impossible for a County Council, 
either by itself or its Committees, to 
deal with the details of the elementary 
schools all over the county. He knew 
that difficulties were already felt in re- 
gard to the very limited duties involved 
in the administration by the County 
Councils of the Technical IJnstruction 
Act. The tendency of the machinery 
of the Bill was destructive of all pop- 
ular control, and it would inevitably 
throw the whole administration 
the hands of officials, who would 
really become the dictators of the 
situation. In the rural districts it would 
be physically impossible for the County 
Council and their Committee to deal 
with these details, and they would be 
left to the officials or to the representa- 
tives of the Associations of Secondary 
Schoolmasters’ or of the Associations 
under the Voluntary Schools Act, or 
diocesan bodies, or some kindred 
body wholly irresponsible to the people. 
These persons would be free to give 
their time, and the officials would also 
give their time with the result that 
all the local schools throughout the 
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Council as the educational authority for | 


into | 


district would be dealt with by officials | 


in that way. By this machinery we 
were removing the control entirely from 
the people and handing it over to officials 
and others interested in furthering 
their own and objects not directly 
responsible to the people. He there- 
fore considered that the machinery 
of this Bill was not machinery for 
improving local government as applied 
to education. What the Government 
were destroying and what they were 
seeking to destroy of this Bill was the 
principle of a directly elected authority 
responsible for education with the 
supreme duty thrown upon it of pro- 


viding school accommodation and 
education in the locality. In the 


authority created in County Councils 
there was no obligation at all except to 
provide sums of money. The whole con- 
trol of the education of the district was 
to be handed over to those who were not 
responsible to the people and could not 
be controlled by them. 


Mr. Chann ing. 


, give 
He considered | 
that this Bill was the last outcome of an | 
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unfortunate series of prejudices and 
shortsightedness in the past which some 
of the wisest friends of the Church of 
England had deprecated in the past, 
men like Dr. Perowne, the late Bishop 
of Worcester, and Canon Bury, of North- 
amptonshire, whose opinions he had 
himself quoted in former debates, and he 
objected to it on the ground that 
it would not conduce to edueational 
efficiency. He regarded it as an edu- 
cational loss to the people themselves 
that the management of education should 
be transferred from the hands of the 
School Boards where both women and 
direct representatives of labour had a 
chance to control the education. On 
some School Boards that he was 
acquainted with women had done most 
excellent work. Under this Bill they 
would be debarred from doing anything. 
Equally important in his opinion was 
the direct representation of labour on 
School Boards. He had known most 
admirable educational experts created 
out of working men, who, themselves, 
had been educated, so to speak, by taking 
a share of the educational work of the 
School Boards. He regretted the sweep- 
ing away of the system which had raised 
among the cream of the working classes 
an enthusiasm for education which 
they had never had before and which 
had made experts and most enthu- 


siastic workers of them, and most 
splendid workers from an educational 
aspect. First of all the work of 


higher education was taken away from 
the School Boards, and now we had a 
complete surrender by the Government 
tothe Ecclesiastical Party. He protested 
against the clause and begged to move 
that it be rejected. 


(5.35.) Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said 
this clause established a new doctrine and 
the problem that had to be determined was 
whether this was a good or bad educa- 
tional authority. They had to consider 
what powers the authority would have 
and what were the obligations under 
which it would be placed. In dealing 
with this clause to which they were asked 
to assent the Bill must be taken as It 
stood, for the Government had refused to 
indication of any modifications. 
Last week two deputations were received 
by the Government. In one of these 
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Nonconformists made known their griev- 
ances, especially in reference to elementary 
ghools and the system of management 
provided by the Bill. But they received 
n0 satisfaction from an answer in which 
the right hon. Gentleman held out no 
prospect of modification in the Bill in 
that respect. The next day there was a 
leputation of ratepayers, and the right 
jon. Gentleman gave it to be understood 
that he would make a statement upon 
the proposed financial arrangements after 
hying the views of the deputation before 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. But on 
Monday the right hon. Gentleman said 
je Was not in a position to make any 
sich statement, so the rating question 
must be taken as standing as it did 
iefore. The principles that had been 
wut forward by the Government, with 
rgard to this Bill—the merits of the 
uew educational policy as illustrated by 
the Bill—had been in some respects 
xplained away. The right hon. Gentle- 
nan the First Lord was astonished that 
aybody, for instance, should have 
thought that one of his principles was 
tonomy ; again our delusion that the 
Committee laboured under was that there 
vas a merit in the single rating authority. 
There, again, they were mistaken. The 
ingle rating authority had no merit 
whatever. A dozen rating authorities 
were as good as one. He had always 
inlerstood that one educational authority 
and one rating authority was one of the 
jects of the Bill, but there apparently 
ie was wrong. When considering the 
weation of a new educational authority 
certain requisites would be looked for. It 
would be assumed that the authority 
vould have some special aptitude for the 
purpose, and it had been said that 
Vounty Councils had this aptitude, refer- 
ence being made to the manner in which 
they had dealt with technical education. 
But technical education was not at all the 
ame thing as elementary education ; 
ind, whereas, technical education might 
he dealt with by a Committee not meet- 
ing frequently and having one essential 
purpose to deal with elementary education 
was a totally different thing. Elementary 
tducation should be the principal work 
of an education authority and not a 
mere subsidiary business of the authority 
responsible for it, and one would suppose 
that such an authority should be specially 


elected for the purpose of education, and | 
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that education should be the prominent 
feature of its business. Those seemed to 
him to be the obvious requisites of a first- 
rate education authority. One would 
desire, no doubt, that it should be an 
authority which should have a popular 
election and an authority which should 
represent the people on education, and 
one would also desire that it should be 
an autonomous authority conducting 
its own business in its own way without 
being sudject to any interference from 
any superior authority, and further, that 
it should manage its own schools, and 
not be under the domination of any of 
its managers. How did the authority 
created by the Bill fulfil those require- 
ments? It appeared to him that the 
Bill violated every single one of those 
principles. It was not an independent 
authority, for all through the Bill they 
would find that its action was subsidiary 
to that of the Board of Education, and 
in point of fact it had no control over a 
majority of the managers as against 
the minority. The authority might be 
a very good authority for managing 
technical or even secondary education, 
but when it came to primary education 
then it seemed to him not a suitable 
authority for managing 14,000 volun- 
tary schools over a very large area. 
The County Council had no experience 
in primary education management, and 
it had to act through the Education 
Committee. The whole working of the 
Bill depended on that Committee, but it 
had not the right to appoint the Com- 
mittee according to its own views of 
what such a Committee should be. He 
had been told that the Committee would 
be like any other Committee of a County 
Council ; but, if so, what was the mean- 
ing of the clause requiring a scheme to 
be submitted to the education authority 
that anybody might come in and criticise, 
that might be changed at the will of the 
authorities of Whitehall, who, if the 
County Council did not accept a totally 
different scheme, had power to create a 
Committee according to their own 
views ? 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge 
University: No, no. 





Education 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 


if the right hon. Gentleman looked at the 
twelfth clause he would find that it was 
said of the scheme for the appointment 
of the Education Committee— 

‘* Before approving a scheme the Board of 

Education shall take such measures as may 
appear expedient for the purpose of giving 
publicity to the provisions of the proposed 
scheme, and may, if they think fit, hold a public 
inquiry.” 
From this it appeared that anvbody 
might come in and say that the scheme 
ot the Education the 
County Council was a bad scheme, and 
upon that the Board might alter or 
refuse it. Then supposing the Board of 
Education and the County Couneil did 
not agree, what happened 4 

“Tf a scheme under this section has not 
heen made by a council and approved by the 
Board of Edneation within twelve months 
after the passing of this Aet, that Board may. 
subject to the provisions of this Act, make a 
Provisional Order for the purposes for which 
a scheme might have heen made.” 


Committee oi 


£ wl hin 
twelve months, the Board of Education 
could make the Provisional Order, and 
through the Committee made by that 
provisional order the County Council 
was to act as an edueational authority. 


Theretore, if they did not agree 


Sir JOHN GORST: A 


Order requires contirmation. 


Provisional 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT knew 
that; but a position the County 
Council would be in! They were sup- 
posed to make a scheme of their own, 
but had to come to Parliament to 
test a they did not 
That was called the autonomous xuthority 
which was to conduct the education of 
the country. The managers of thy 
voluntary schools could, if supported by 
the Education Department, snap their 
fingers at the County Council and refuse 
to obey their injunctions. The Govern- 
ment thus treated their own proposed 
education anthority with the greatest 
distrust and most profound contempt. 
They treated the County Council as it 
they were children running in leading- 
strings. and not fit to be trusted with 
these great According to the 
Vice-President of the Couneil, one of the 
great the Bill was its 
decentralisation ; but in reality it central- 
ised education to a degree to which it 


what 


con 


scheme i pprove. 


powers, 
i 


measures of 
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was never centralised before. It was 
absolutely controlled by the central 


authority. Over the voluntary schools 
the education authority had no authority 
at all. A number of illusory powers 
were given under Clause 8, under which 
it was said that authority might order 
this or that, and that they could deter. 
mine the curriculum of these schools. 
They could do nothing of the kind. The 
of the Board of Education in 
regard to the code and curriculum re- 
main, he understood, where they were, 
and in order to earn a grant an inspection 
must be carried out to the satisfaction 
of the Department. So to say that the 
curriculum the hands of the 
County Council and under their control 
was to say what was not the fact. It 
perfectly idleto say that the curricult 
in the hands of the education aut 


There were other important provisions 


powers 


Sav 


Was in 


Was 





in the Bill whieh the authority was 
supposed to control. Let the ¢ ) imittee 


consider how far the author ity thev were 
really 
portant matter ot 

The loe 


power to 


constituting controlled the im- 


, 
elementary ecuicati 
al authority Was supposcd to ve 


} ff ] I + 
these schools put 


inspect 


suppose their inspectors took one view 
and the inspectors of the Board of 
Education took another, what was to 
become of the Parliamentary orant | 
There was no power to enforce obligation 


except that of the withholding ot the 


grant, and that pow was in the han 

ot the Board ot fed ication, not of the 
local authority. So much for the 
matter of  iInspectio 1 which the 
whole vitality of the schools depended. 
Then the consent of the local antherity 
was required to the appointment of 
teachers Surely they should be requ ed 


to appoint the teachers, and not merely 


to consent to their appointment. That 
primary act, th 


teachers, should rest in) men 


the appointment ot 


who were 

= : s +} ade 4 j ~ aijns 
superior in authority to the local ecuea- 
tion authority was a condemnation of the 
They were the 


scheme altogether, 
schools, and it 


owners of the lay upon 
them to show that the appointments by 
other people were improper appointments. 


That was a fatal blot ina system of educa- 


tion. Then there was the question of 
keeping these schools in repair. Even 
here the educational authority had not 
the determining voice. They might 


direct improvements or additional repairs, 
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and the voluntary managers might reply : | 


“Oh, no; you are making requisitions 
which are quite unnecessary.” If the 
cal authority attempted to enforce their 
requirements the local managers could 
arry the matter to the Board of Educa- 
tion in London, so that the Board of 
Education had there the final authority 
to decide the matter. Then there ca:se 
the appointment of additional managers. 
This was the great concession made in 
espect of voluntary schools. The educa- 
tion authority might appoint one-third of 
Was there ever a more 
ysulting position in which men could 
than to say: “We put 
position in which your 
yuthority shall be constantly called into 
jestion, and in which you shall always 
he a statutory minority.” That was the 
wlan proposed for conducting the eduea- 
tional work of the country That was as 
regarded the powers given to this educa 
But an authority of this 
ind ought not only to have powers; it 
iht also to have duties and 
tions. This Bill imposed no obligations 
nthe education authority. 
iothing tc compel them to do anything 
tall. The Committee had never vet 
een told whether or not the optional 
to he dropped. They 
sked to establish this authority without 
mowing whether it 


the managers. 


be placed, 
you in a 


tional authority. 
obliga- 


There Was 


were 


lause was 
wis Or Was 
lo anything for primary education. 
That was Ye 

lemands he had ever heard. {i it 
to be 


not to 
one ot the Imnost preposterous 
was 
optional, they might have halt 
he country conducting primary educa- 
ion under the Bill and the other hali 
ot. Could anything more absurd be 
onceived ? [fit was not to be optional, 
why was it not to be optional » Beeause 
left optional the Government 
had grave doubt whether the Bill would 
Was this great authority 
to be a co-ordinate authority for all 
‘ducation——primary, secondary, and so 
m? If so, how could it be optional ? 
li it was not to be optional, why did 
the Government propose that it 
should be optional, and, having proposed 
it, why had they abandoned the option ? 
Because they knew that a great many 
people would not aceept the Bill. Then 
a regarded secondary education, that 
‘emed to be put in the situation of 
the lady of whom it was said, “Oh, 


fit was 


ie adopt ed. 


ever 


{17 Ju 
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no, we never mention her, her name 
is never heard.” ‘There was not a 


word about it in the Bill. All that 
was said in Clause 2 was that the 
education authority might do something 
which was not elementary education. 
That was a most extraordinary form 
of establishing secondary education. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I would suggest 
to the right hon. Gentleman that it 
would be better to wait until we reach 
the second clause before discussing that 
question. We are now considering only 
the first clause. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
was referring to the general character 
of the Bill, and that all he desired to 
show was that there was nothing in 
the Bill calling upon the education 
authority to do anything in the matter 
of higher education. The provision 
which affected to do something of the 
kind would be entirely satisfied by some 

I had 


of the things being done which 
to be not elementary 


declared 
education, the establishment 


heen 
such as 
of continuation schools, and so on. In 
fact, the Bill kk ! 

vision of any kind for secondary educa- 
tion. ‘The country had expected a 
scheme in which secondary education 
was the main feature, 


made no a 


and not 
which primary education had 
first place. He did not say that primary 
education did not require more ati 
and further 
Governinent were absolutely ignoring 
secondary education, and the Bill offered 
no prospect of it being carried in at all. 
There was one very remarkable part of 
this question of secondary education, 
and it part upon which the 
(iovernment had given no explanation. 
lie referred to the financial 
ments. The whole question of secon- 
tary education depen led upon—— 


one 


, 
the 


en- 


tion assistanee, but the 


Vas a 


arrange- 


THe CHAIRMAN: I must again 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
we are not discussing the question 
of secondary education vet. We are 
still discussing the first clause—the con- 
stitution of the authority—and presently 
we shall reach the proper clause which 
deals with this question, 








Education 


sgl 
Str WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 


at the beginning of these discussions he 
proposed to call attention to the general 
bearing of the Bill, but the right hon. 
Gentleman told him that the proper 
time for discussing the general question 
would be when Clause 1, which estab- 
lished the whole principle of the Bill, 
was put from the Chair. 





*THe CHAIRMAN: No, no. 
Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 


clause established an education authority, 
and whether hon. Members voted for it 
must depend more or less upon the 
general scheme of the Bill. An eduea- 
tion authority which did nothing for 
secondary education was, in his opinion, 
a bad education authority. Therefore, 
when he was asked to say whether he 
would establish such an _ education 
authority, he would reply that if it 
provided for secondary 
would be a good one, but if it did not 
it would be a bad authority. Again, 
if it provided for primary education in 
one way it might be a good authority, 
and if it provided for it in another way 
it might be a very bad one. Therefore, 
he thought the Committee ought to 
have some idea of what that education 
would be, and what the new authority 
would have power to do. It would be 
quite out of order to go into detail on 
this point, but they were obliged to look 
generally at the provisions of the Bill 
in order to see what they were. He 
again repeated that there was no pro- 
vision in this Bill for secondary educa- 
tion which was deserving of considera- 
tion until they knew what finances they 
were going to provide. To erect an 
education authority of this character, 
and to refuse to that authority out of 
its own funds the power to provide what 
it thought was necessary for the pur- 
pose, and to refuse to allow that author- 
ity power to levy a rate, showed a want 
of confidence in that authority which 
entirely defeated its object as an educa- 
tional body, and prevented it carrying 
out any great scheme of education. To 
set up an authority such as was pro- 
posed in this Bill, and to limit by statute 
the rate which it should dispose of, was 
to adopt a course which would deprive 
it of its authority as an educational 
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education it | 
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| body. If this body were to be trusted, 
it ought to be trusted in its finance. 
|The Bill was to supersede the existing 
condition of things. By the settlement 
of 1870 two systems were set to work 
side by side—the voluntary school system 
under privatemanagement and the Board 
School system under public management. 
Those two systems had been in operation 
side by side for the last thirty years. 
One had succeeded and the other had 
failed. The object of this Bill was to 
remedy the failure of the voluntary 
system, and the scheme of the Bill 
was to destroy the system that had 
succeeded and set up the system that had 
failed. That was the scheme of the Bill, 
Nobody had ever denied that the part 
of our system which had been a success 
had been the Board School system under 
public control. The part which had 
failed was that which came under the 
intolerable strain of the voluntaryists 
who would not volunteer. The object 
of this Bill was to continue and perpetu- 
atethat system. Why did the one system 
succeed ? Because it was vnder public 
control. Why did the other system fail? 
Because it was under private manage- 
ment. [A Ministerial ery of ‘‘No.”} It 
was proposed to perpetuate that system 
of private management which in elemen- 
tary education had fettered and confined 
education in this country, and they were 
now going tocontinuethat system under 
conditions which he had already stated 
would be humiliating to the new educa- 
tional authority. A body was to be 
p'aced in the responsible position of 
taking charge of elementary education. 
But, instead of giving authority to that 
body, the Government proposed to leave 
them under the control of the private 
managers, under whom the system had 
already broken down. That was the 
scheme of this Bill. He need not go 
into the rating question. Hon. Mem- 
bers knew the difficulties which would 
be encountered in raising rates for 
_edudational purposes. In the rural dis- 
| tricts, where these councils were the rating 
| authority, the operation of the rate would 
| be a bone of contention. They would 
| be called upon to deal with elementary 
education with all the difficulties that 
belonged to the rating question, and all 
the difficulties that belonged to the 
religious question. That was 
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vourable start for a new education 
gheme. What would happen? Educa- 
jon would be a permanent factor in the 
jections of these county councils, and 
the contests which would take place 
seshould see the opposition of a great 
dass of this community—the Noncon- 
ormists, who rightly believed that the 
ystem of the management of these 
private schools was an injustice to them. 
They would make the county councils 
the battlefield of that religious difficulty. 
The education authority would become 
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the cockpit of those religious difficulties. 
The battle would be fought out, not upon 
the clauses of the Bill, but after the Bill 
jad been passed. It would go on from 
var to year. Weshould have a per- 
ytual conflict as long as ‘the injustice 
remained. The Government Bill left 
the religious difficulty as it existed. 
The question did not concern Noncon- | 
rmists alone, but all who were ; deter- 
uined not to leave the education of the 
youth of this country mainly—almost 
aclusively—in clerical hands. That 
vould be the battle which this Bill would | 
iwtroduce into county council elections. 
therefore, unless the Government were | 
wepared to change this Bill for the 
etter in all its main elements, he be- 
ieved that instead of advancing the 
ause of education it would be one of the 
most fatal blows that had ever been 
truck at the education of this country. 


6.25.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not | 
wopose to follow the right hon. Gentle- 
nanin the devious wanderings of his long | 





Gyeech, which have more to do with | 


Geery other clause of the Bill than the 


Gine which 
Where is not a single important clause of 


Sr 


is now under discussion. | 


the Bill on which the right hon. Gentle- | 


wan has not given his opinion, and to | 


thich he has not raised objection. I 


Pally believe that three-fourths or more | 







the subsequent clauses of the Bill that 
Pihis authority has to deal with all the 


this speech at least is relevant rather | 
‘0 subsequent clauses than to Clause 1. | 
-nfortunately we are all human, and 
vehave to discuss the Bill under human 
Initations, and one of those limitations | 
tom which we all suffer is that only | 
me thing can be done at atime. The | 
ight hon. Gentleman thinks it is a 
sufficient excuse for commenting on all 
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subjects mentioned in those clauses, and 
that, therefore, all those clauses are 
relevant to a discussion of the character 
and organisation of the education author- 
ity. But supposing that we had pur- 
sued the opposite course to that which 
we have pursued, and had put the 
education authority at the end, and dis- 
cussed all that it had to do on the 
earlier clauses of the Bill, then the right 
hon. Gentleman could not possibly have 
discussed what the education authority 
had to do until he knew what the edu- 
cation authority was to be, and he would 


then, in discussing this clause, which 


sets up the machinery of the Bill, have 
been probably more relevant than he has 
been today. It is impossible, I venture 


|to say, if the House is to conduct its 
|debates in a businesslike spirit, to go 
over the whole range of the Bill in Com- 


mittee in this way. It is perfectly proper 
to do so on the First Reading, and the 
Second and Third Readings; but surely 
it is impossible to deal in a businesslike 


| spirit with the Bill in Committee on 


these principles ; because, of course, if a 
measure deals with one subject as an 
organic whole, it is true that every clause 
has some relation to every other clause, 
and in that sense you might move at 
the end of every clause that it should be 
omitted, and thereupon discuss the whole 
Bill over again from beginning to end. 
That is not the way, I think, to make 
good, practical progress with the Bill. 
and I certainly should regard myself as 
abusing the patience of the Committee 
if I were to follow the right hon. Gentle- 
man. I will, therefore, only say in one or 
two sentences what | have often said 
before, that I think it is far better for 


' education that we should have a’ certain 


number of elective authorities dealing 
with primary education alone, a certain. 
number of other elective authorities 
dealing with secondary education alone, 
and a great many other authorities not 
elective at all dealing with voluntary 
schools. That is the present system, and 
itis a bad system. It can only be put 
right by having an authority much on 
the iines of this Bill. If the right hon. 
Gentleman’s criticisms are well founded, 
if, for instance, it is true, as he says, 
that this new authority is too much 
under the control of Whitehall—he took 
exactly the opposite line in 1896—if that 
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is his contention, then let him move an 
Amendment on a later clause putting 
that right. 


sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : 


hear! 


Hear, 


Mr A. J. BALFOUR: Very well, let 
the right hon. Gentleman wait till then. 
it he thinks, as he says, that voluntary 
school managers are not sufficiently 
‘under the control of the education 
authority, let him wait till we come 
to Clause that point and 
move an remedying that 
H altera- 
would 


8 dealing with 
Amendment 

lefect. If he thinks that 
tion in 


some 
part of the Bill 
difficulty from 
Amendment 
as I respect 
bility, he 
think 
with 
edueation in this country which does not 
difticultv. But if he 
This, 
to do it: and IL would 
c not to 
on what must after all be a 
this stage of the Bill. 
make the Bill at the later 
stages in accordance with the general 
- Com: ager we 


another 
the religious 
rin, let him move an 
eifeet though, much 


hon, G 





entleman’s a 
iter man even than I 


‘ _~ Pitt : ee as 
Sif he nds a method or dealing 


‘eligious 
him do . however, 
time 
Committee 


time 





tless debate at 


It we ean 


views of Members 2 
ss not 

sals, but if we fail in doing so, let him 
Bhi ‘t to the whole thing at 
i would respectfully 
not to the ex 
hon. Gentleman, and wander at larve over 
the whole scone 


object to discussion of pro 


beg tl € 
follow ample of the right 


and surface of the 


Committee 


gards the broad principles of the 


measure, that they have been so fully 
liscussed on the Second Reading and on 
the various fundamental Amendments 
which have heen raised in the surse 
t the clause that we may now be 


illo. wed to h ive 
further debate. 


division without any 


(6.58.) Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) 
said he would confine his observations 
to Clause Zs although he objected to the 
whole Bill from beginning to end. The 
first clause was that which sought to 
destroy nearly all that was effective in 
elementary edue ation and to glorify a 
bet system which had most signally 


A. J. Bal 


ffour. 
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failed. This was a School Board killing 
Bill, and it set up what had been the 
voluntary system in the place of the 
Board Schools. He found that a great 
number of hon. Members who had now 
the School 3oards in the de ath-grip 
spoke most respectfully and with great 
consideration about them, but their 
commendation of the boards was never 
heard until they were perfectly satisfied 
that their days were numbered, and 
that the old parish system was to be 
revived again in their place. The 
County Councils and other local boards 
had at present than they 
could successfully get through in the 
time at their disposal, and he objected 
to a great system of national edu 
being referred to bodies 
already overworked. That was his 
objection to this clause. The Vice- 
President the other night said that 
the County Councils elected 
on the democratic and 
according to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
the Councils ] 


niet } 
MIS rv cle 


more to do 


‘ation 
-hiel rep 
which were 


were 


principle, 


nocratie, 


1 ° 
LOLI 


That was not so. The Coi nuld not 
be democratic, from the facet that the 
members must be men of in s and of 
considerable leisure. The «! ther 


fore, were limited in their selection of 


eandidates to the class \ ) tin und 
money to place at th aispo of the 
county work, In a speech in 1S%s the 
Vice-President condemned these bedies 
as education authorities. In his speech 
on the Code that ve ! 1 thes 


1 
Words 


‘Then there 


is the vene CUisilive y CANE 
tion in country distriets o he. part of all 
lasses Oo sucietv. This Is o i inion; 
is what our school inspectors say. One of 


, + ] ¢ ‘ - *The 
them whom [| have quoted before says : ‘Phe 


farmer and the squire are no friends to ele- 

} oer as a date aericul- 
mentary edueation. They as-ociate agricu 
tural depression and lox rents with compul- 
ory edueation, and they vrudge to pay ter 





that teaching which de a De them of servants 
and furnishes their labourers with wings to 
fly from the parish. On hand, 

labourer has not learnt the value of education. 
The earnings of his children are important to 
him, and the present shilling obscures the 
future pound. What is v 
is ¢ eood enoug rh for thei ir children. ‘ 


mute noug rn Tor chem 


Whose fault was it that the labourer did 
not appreciate education | ‘Those who, 
ncconcting to the right hon. ¢ Gentleman. 

vere against the higher life and thought of 
the people were those whom he was going 
to place as complete masters of education 
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inthe country. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man favoured those opinions in 1898 
how could he favour this Bill? The 
Bill sought to create that which the right 
hon. Gentleman and his inspectors en- 
tirely disapproved of. The right hon. 
Gentleman could) not be in favour of 
School Boards and against them. He 
was in a corner, out of which, with all 
his powertul Parliamentary agility, he 
would tind himself quite unable to escape. 
He must either deny the Vice-President 
of L898 or denounce the Clause now under 
The right hon. Gentleman 
inthesame speech went on todemonstrate 
the superiority of board schools over 
voluntary schools. One of the most 
remarkable exposures he had ever read 
of the inefficiency of the schools the 
tight hon. Gentleman was go ng to set 
ip Was given in that speech. He would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman of the 
figures he had then quoted; they were 
interesting, and they were given with 
more authority than could have possibly 
been given by any other Member of this 
House. The right hon. Gentleman 
went on to describe the superiority of 
the board schools, which he was now 
ging to destroy, over the voluntary 
tle said there was a considerable 
liference in and efficiency 
between the board and the voluntary 
schools in London. There were 513,000 
childreu in the board schools in London, 
and 224,000 in the voluntary schools. 
The board school scholars were therefore 
innumbers rather more than double those 


consideration. 


sho ls. 


numbers 


of the voluntary schools ; but of the junior 


scholarships given by the Technical 
Instruction Committee to all elementary 
schools, the board school children 
carried off 209, while the children of the 
voluntary schools only gained 26. What 
did the right hon. Gentleman sayto Clause 
| of this Bill now? In Manchester, the 
right hon. Gentleman went on to say, 
the board school children numbered 
42,000, and the voluntary school children 
52.000; but the board school children 
carried off forty Owen scholarships to 
the Manchester Grammar School, and 
the voluntary school children only two. 
In Liverpool, where there were 37,000 
board school children, and 74,000 volun- 
tary school children, the former carried off 
sixteen scholarships, and the latter only 
two. That was the result of a system 
which this Bill was intended to destroy. 
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(Hon. MeMBERs on the Ministerial 
Benches: “ No.’’| Yes; this Bill was 


intended to destroy the board schools 
and to hand them over to the party led 
in this House by the noble Lord the 
Member tor Greenwich. That was the 
head and front of the Bill. All th 
great work for the nation which the 
School Boards had been doing was 
to be destroyed in order to please 
a section of the community. If Clause 1 
became part of the Bill, as far as he 
could see, it mattered little what followed. 
The worse it was, the sooner it would 
be ended by another general election. 
He sincerely trusted that the Committee, 
even at the eleventh hour, would rescus 
national education out of the deadly 
clutches of the authorities that were 
waiting outside—deadly wherever they 
had laid their hands on education eithe1 
in this country or any other. He hoped 
the Committee might, even at this 
moment, delete this Clause fromthe Bill, 
because it would give national education 
into the hands of those whom the Vice- 
President had declared to be the deadly 
opponents of education in the country 
districts. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that th 
First Lord of the Treasury had stated 
that he would not follow the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon 
mouth in his devious wanderings. Lf their 
wanderings were devious, it was becaus 
the path of the Government was devious. 
He thought the Committee were entitled 
to one or two explanations—and that was 
the time to ask for them—as to the 
meaning and purpose of the Govern 
ment in regard to this Bill. The first 
Clause started by saying that— 

‘*For the purposes of this Act the Council 
of every county and of every county borough 
shall be the local education authority.” 

He thought they were entitled to know 
whether the County Council or the 
County Borough Council was to be the 
local education authority, or whether it 
was simply to have the power of appoint- 
ing another body which would be the 
educational authority. The whole crux 
of the question was whether the Com- 
mittee appointed by the County Council 
would bear the same relation to the 


County Council as the Surveyors Com- 
When the First Lord of the 


mittee. 
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Treasury was asked this question he 
replied— 

‘*T imagine that the answer will be in the 
negative.” 
Surely they were entitled to have an 
authoritative announcement. There were 
two tests as to the position of the County 
‘Council. One was the test of the Police 
‘Committee, the other was that of the 
Surveyors Committee. If the County 
Council was simply to have the same 
authority over education as it had over 
the police, then it was no authority at 
all, and it was a gross misnomer to 
call it the local education authority ; 
‘and this Clause ought to be deleted. If, 
on the other hand, the position of the 
Committee which would be appointed 
was that of the Surveyors Committee, 
then the County Council was really the 
education authority. The Surveyors 
Committee was entitled to do nothing 
except what was delegated to it by the 
County Council. At any moment the 
County Council could withdraw the 
authority given to the Surveyors Com- 
mittee and take is upon themselves. He 
‘asked the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the County Council under this 
Clause could say to the Education Com- 
mittee “ You cannot deal with such and 
such a subject.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it appeared 
to him that that question was not relevant 
to this Clause, though it might be to 
Clause 12. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
right hon. Gentleman started by asking 
the Committee to declare that the County 
Council was the local education authority ; 
and he was perfectly entitled to discuss the 
subsequent clauses by assuming that they 
would stand as they were. If that were 
the case the Bill was inconsistent. 
were asked to stultify themselves by 
making a declaration, to be incorporated 
in an Act of Parliament, which they 
knew perfectly well was not true. The 
County Council was not the education 
authority, but some other body which 
was brought into existence not by the 
County Council, but by the County 
Counal subject to the approval of the 
Education Department. There was 
another important matter. Under this 
Clause they did not set up one authority. 
The discussion on the Amendment of the 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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They | 





Bill. 


| hon. Member for Berwick would have 
| been valuable if only it had brought forth 
_ the declaration from the First Lord of the 
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Treasury that the one authority argument | 


was a pure delusion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 
that. I said the argument of the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite was a pure 
delusion. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
statement made by his hon. friend 
was that the purpose of the First Lord of 
the Treasury in bringing in this Bill was 
to set up one authority, and it was that 
that the right hon. Gentleman said was a 
pure delusion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
Bill did not set up one authority, but 
several. Let them take a county where 
the majority of the population was 
in county borough areas and urban 
district areas. The majority of the 
County Council would be elected by 
men who were exempted from the 
operations of the County Council Com- 
mittee. He had asked the right hon. 
Gentleman whether the County Council 
Committee would have the power of 
declaring the policy in regard to ede 
mentary education, and he answered 
that the urban and county borough 
areas would not have a vote so far as 
the rate was concerned. But the policy 
was the main thing. Once the educa- 
tional authority declared for a policy 
involving expenditure, the County 
Council would have no option but to 
pay. If the educational authority was 
elected mainly by the representatives 
of the urban and county borough areas, 
which were autonomous, they might go 
|in for an elaborate educational policy, 
| and the men who would have to pay for 
| it would be the members for the rural 
| districts who would get up and protest 
|that it was unfair. He thought the 
/Committee ought to have some declara- 
tion as to how the Government were 
| going to get out of that difficulty. The 
| representatives of the urban areas and 
| the town council areas would elect the 
| same men again. It had been conceded 
| that the educational policy, with regard 
to rural districts, should be different 
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to that with regard to urban districts, 


but if they got an urban district which | 
had a Board of its own, with which the | I 
educational authority at all. 


County Council could not interfere, and 
they elected the educational men for 
the whole county, and if that educa- 
tional authority declared for a policy 
involving expenditure, the County 
Council would have no option but to pay. 
He did not think any Bill had ever been 
introduced into the House of Commons 
which contained so incongruous and un- 
fair a proposition as that embodied in this 
measure. As bearing on this question of 
the authority, he thought they were 
entitled to some declaration from the 
Government on the question of finance. 
They had heard all sorts of rumours as to 
where the finances were going to come 
from. If the whole burden was going to 
be cast on the rates there might be some- 
thing to be said for giving autonomy to 
these districts of 10, 600 and 20,000, but 
if the burden was to be cast entirely on 
the Exchequer, what possible argument 
was there for these exemptions? They 
had heard rumours that the corn tax was 
to be devoted to this purpose. They were 
to have dear bread and cheap catechisms. 
How was it that this declaration was 
withheld from the Committee? They 
knew perfectly well that there were going 
to be fundamental changes in the whole 
character of the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Why ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Then let us 
know whether that is so or not. 


*The CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is anticipating a statement which is 
relevant to the next Clause, but which 
has no relevance to this. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
much obliged for the 
such astatement was going to be made 
on the next Clause. 


*The CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
has misinterpreted what I said. I did 
not say it would be made. What I meant 
by my interruption of the hon. Member 
was that if any such statement is to be 


made, it would be relevant to the next | 


Clause. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought they 
were entitled to get it at the first Oppor- | 
tunity. The position as it was was an 
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impossible one. The Government were 
setting up a thing which they called an 
Educational authority, which was no 
It was a 
misnomer to call it so. What would be 
the position of an urban district having 
nothing but. voluntary schools. That 
district would return members to the 
County Council, who would have a voice 
in the control of the schools of the 
parishes adjoining their own, but who 
would have nothing to say as to the 
management of their own schools. The 
whole scheme was so _ preposterous 
that to invite the Committee to solemnly 
declare that they were setting up an 
authority on education was a_ farce. 
It was no authority on education. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he desired to 
say one last word on behalf of the great 
School Boards, and the managers of the 
urban schools, who had, for the last 
thirty years, worked for the educational 
progress of the country amidst public 
disregard, and who were now met with 
contumely in that House. 


NE 1902} 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not by me. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the Vice- 
President had not hesitated to tell them 
that their work was shoddy. 


Sm JOHN GORST: I said nothing of 
the kind. What I said was that the in- 
struction given in some of the art schools 
of the evening schools in London as com- 
pared with the instruction given in a 
proper art school was shoddy. I restricted 
my observations entirely to the question 
of art. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: To the work of 
the science and art schools ? 


information that | 


Sir JOHN GORST: No, art. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that now he 
was confronted with a curious spectacle, 
indeed, on the Front Bench, for no one 
could say anything but good of the great 
School Boards to- -day. They had this 
‘satisfaction, that the First Lord of the 
Treasury had never said anything unkind 
about them, and was endeavouring to 
| make their expiring moments extremely 
_ happy by saying nice things about them. 

He ventured to say that in transferring 

| the work of these great School Boards to 
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the county borough councils they were | 
takingthe greatest educational leap in the | 
di wk that they had ever taken in this coun- | 
try. If these schools were handed over to | 
the County Councils they would add a 
greater work and responsibility to their | 
duties than all the municipal work in 
secondary technica! and university 
education put together. It could not be 
done. What would happen was- that 
this work would be handed over, not to 
the councils of the county boroughs, but 
to a body of non-representative persons 
who would be largely under the influence 
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have made it difficult for the authors of 
' the Bill to recognise it afterwards ; nine 
we reagainst it; four were simply inti ivour 
of a clause making the cost of education 
'an Imperial charge; one passed no 
opinion ; one dec ided to take no action ; 
thirty-one passed no resolution at all - 
and irom seven he had received no 
reply. He was entitled to submit to the 
Committee this statement of the actual 
facts in regard to city councils who, it 
had been asserted, were generally 

favour of the Bill. In the great 
boroughs it would be physically impos 





of the paid officials of those boroughs. | 
convinced that that was not | 
wise from the point of view of educa- | 


He 


was 


tional progress. The hon. Member for 
South Islington had stated that the 


sib le for 


various county boroughs supported the 


principle of this Bill 


without 


Mr. A. J 


any 


the 
educational work, 
municipal work. 
Government was the greatest leap in the 
dark the country had ever seen. 


councils to carry on this 
in addition to their 
This proposal of the 


. BALFOUR rose in eaaie 


reservation whatever. He had been in! andclaimedto move, ‘ Thatthe Question 

communieation with the town clerks of | be now put.” 

all these sixty-seven county boroughs, | 

and the replies he had received showed} (7.18.) Question put, “That the 

that only one, Leeds, was uncondi-| Question be now put.” 

tionally in favour of the Bill, thirteen 

were conditionally in its favour, but The Committee divided :—Ayes, 248 

suggesting such alterations as would! Noes, 175. (Division List No. 231.) 
AYES. 

Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex F. | Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire , Duke, Henry Edward 

Agy-Gardner, James Tynte | Cayzer, Sir Charles William Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 

Aird, Sir John Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Egerton, H. A. de Tatton 


Allhusen, AugustusHnry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, Jolin Stanhope 


Chamberlain, Rt Hon..J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain.J. 


Chapman, Edward 


Arnold-Forster. Hugh 0. | Charringion, Spencer 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. . 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathur-t,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. HnSir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bienold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthar Griflith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
— her, John George 
Campbell Rt HnJ. A. (Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir. Edw. H. 


Dr. Mucnamara, 





\.J.(Manelrr | 





Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Coilings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dighy, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 


Austen(Wore’r | 


Athole | 


| Gartitt, 


Eltiot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir. T. George 

Fe llowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J (Mane'r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, Willian Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster.SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,5 W 
Gardner, Ernest 

William 

Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans- (PrH’ ml’ts 


| Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 


— Rt. Hon. Sir Jolin Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gouk ling, Edward Alfred 
Green, W alford D.(Wednesb'ry 

Greene,SirEW (B’ryS Edn’ nds 

Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 

Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 





burke 
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Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Lord G. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd nder’y 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hateh. Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, James (Stafford, N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,). F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, (:eoreve Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
ebb. Sir Riehard Claverhouse 
Jessel. Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo, T.(Denhigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswiek, William 

Kimber, Henry 

king, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
lanrie, Lient.-General 





lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
h-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt-Col. A. R. 














Long, Rt Hon. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 


Nttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

WArtiur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Miver.SirLewis( Edinburgh W 













Allan, William (Gateshead) 


‘len, CharlesP.(Gloue., Stroud | 


Ambrose, Robert 

\sher, Alexander 

\squith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
\therley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

harlow, John Emmott 

marry, E. (Cork, S ) 

hayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Jand, John 

ton, Thomas Doliing 
towles, Tl, Gibson (King sLynn 
roalhurst, Henry 

brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
bryce, Rt. Hon James 

burke, E. Haviland- 

rt, Thomas 

aldwell, James 
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M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSir H. E(Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon..J.Seott( Hants. ) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J, (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, Gecrge Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz. Philip A. 

Murray, RtHn. AGraham(Bute 
Marray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
(Neill. Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt’n 





lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) | 


Lony.Col. Charles W.( Evesham | 


Lucas, Reginald. J (Portsmouth) | 


\braham, Williain(Cork.N. E.) ; 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 


Peel, Hn. Win. Robt. Wellesley 
| Pemberton, John S. G,. 

Penn, John 
| Perey, Earl 
| Pierpoint, Robert 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
(Juilter, Sir Cuthbert 
| Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tatelitf, R. F. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid. James (Greenock) 
Renshaw. Charles Bine 
Renwiek, George 
Ridley, Hn. M, W. (Stalybridge 





Bill. 


tound, James 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Sriith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Spencer, Sie E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord ( Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ. M‘Tageart 
Stock, James Henry 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt HnJ.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Thorborn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm, Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lient-Col. Edward 
Vincent, ColSirC. EH(Sheftield 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William ¢ reorge 
Welby, Lt. -ColLA.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, Jolin (Falkirk) 
Wilson,.J.W.(Woreestersh. N. ) 
Wilson-Todd, Win. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
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| Wolti, Gustav Wilhelm 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 


| Roherts, Samuel (Shettield) 
| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Allert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel] Robert 


NOES. 


‘ameron, Robert 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘awley, Frederick 

channing, Francis Allston 
taney, John Joseph 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
‘raig, Robert Hunter 

‘rean, Eugene 

‘remer, William Randal 
‘rombie, John William 

| Dalziel, James Henry 

| Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

} Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
| Delany, William 

| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

} Dillon, John 
} 

| 

| 

' 


a NN a a 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 


21 





Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndhatm-Quin, Major W. H. 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T.(GQVamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Firench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

(rey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gureon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardie, J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
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Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme. Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D'vidB rynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland- ‘Barratt, Frencis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill. John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘kKenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 





Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 


(7.30.) Question put 
“« That Clause 1 stand part 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 
Allhusen, August’sHenry Eden 
Ambrose, Robert 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Jain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon, A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, R HinGerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bathurst.Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 


Bill, Charles 
Biundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 


| 
| 
| 
| 


{COMMONS} 


Morgan,.J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn.John(Montrose ' 
Moss, Samuel 
Murnaghan, George 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cee ;* William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O Brien, Kendal (Tipper y,Mid 
O’Brien, ag ge remem, 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N) 
oC ‘onnor, James ( Wicklow, W. 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(Y Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O’Malley, William 
(’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. 
Pease. Alfred E. (C a eland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Rohert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
tickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
tunciman, Walter 


accordingly, 


of the Bill.” 


AYES. 


Sond, Edward 
Soscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
sowles,T. Gibson (King s Lynn 
rodrick, Rt. Hon. John 
rooktield, Colonel Tiana 
rotherton, Edward Allen 
rown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
| Brymer, WiJliam Ernest 
| Bull, William James 
3urke, E. Haviland- 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell,RtHn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. SirEdwardH. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
ayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Ceeil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wor’er 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
a 
> 
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> 
> 





The Committee divided :—A yes, 
1 Noes, 122. ( 


| 





Bill. 
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Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone,W,) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn ©. R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David. \lfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gow'r 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,Jolin Lawson(Leeds,S) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (¢ ‘lackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, L uke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth} 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.R.} 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T ( Huddersfd 
Young, yom 

Yoxall, . James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES- 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


2nn” 

309 ; 

Division List No. 232." ™ 
% 


Colomb, SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett,A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple Sir Charles 
Delany, William 

Dickiuson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir Jolin P. 
Digby, John K. D. W ingfield- 
Dillon, John 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 





Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P.C 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
| Duke, Henry Edward 
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Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Ho. SirWilliam Hart 
Everton, Hon A. de Tatton 
Ellior, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Firench, Peter 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, E rnest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, P hilips.(Warwick,SW, 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gilho ly, James 

Gordon,Hn.J E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH ml’ts 
Gore, Hn.G RC. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb' ry 
Greene, SirE W.(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Lvor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marg of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm, 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heath, James(Statfords. , 
Hel ler, Augustus 
Henderson, “Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Altred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. ) 
Hoyg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield , Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard Jno.( Kent, Faversh’m 
Howard,.J.(Midd., 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


N.W. 


Tottenham) | 


Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton | 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joyee, Michael 

Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenvon Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswiek, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 

Li ambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W. 





\ kers- 


veodore 





)} 

Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) | 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
awson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Platt-Higgins, 
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Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower. Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood. Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col.CharlesW. (Evesham 
Lony, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maclver, David, (Liverpool) 
MacNeill, John ‘Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘ Kean, John 

M‘ Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. ) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Mitehell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon..J.Seott( Hants. ) 
More, Kobt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murray, RtHn. AGraham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W zadhons (Seah) 
Nannetti, Jose “ph P 

Nicol, Donal Ninian 

Nolan, Col. John?.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
YShaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, Gilbert 
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tasch, << Frederic Carne 
Ratelif, R. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reddy, M. 

fedmond, John E. (Waterford) 
tedmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
nena, James Farquharson 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts,.Samuel (Sheftield) 
Roche, John 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, J..mes 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B.([sleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, AbelH.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(N orth’mb, Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan. Donal 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey N. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH (Sheffield 
Warde, Col. C. E 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C.E (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharles G.E.(Notts 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-un. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


_ Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington | 


Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

| Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Frederick 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, — 

Pym, C. Guy 

| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 
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Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
W odehouse, Rt Hn. E. R.( bath) 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt Hon. C.bB.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

W yndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H 
Yerburgh, Rebert Armstrong 
Young, “Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Asyuith, RtHonHerbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Botton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel 'T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampto n 
Harcourt. Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 


it being after 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C.E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones David Bry nmor(Swansea 
Jones William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lahbouchere, Henry 

Lambert George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren,Charies Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


| Morley, Rt-Hn.John( Montrose 


half-past 


Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Satiron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wyntford 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Price, Robert John 

Rickett, J. Compton 


Seven ot 


the clock, the Chairman left the Chair 


to make his Report to the House. 


(‘ommittee 
again upon Monday next. 


report 


EVENING SITTING. 


Progress, 


(9.0.) 
SON 


to sit 
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Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs,) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
toe, Sir Thomas 
Runeiman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. ; 
Spencer, RtHn.€ R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan. E, 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, J A(Glamorg’n, Gower 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace. Robert 
Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,§, 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clack mannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White ley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. 4 Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Willi+ms. Osmond (Merioneth) 


Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, Jotin (Durham, Mid.) 


| WoodhouseSirJT.( Huddersti'd 


Mr. 
(Dundee) 
to oppose the new Clause, but he thought 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


On the first of the new clauses 


ROBERT- 


not wish 


EDMUND 
said he did 


the Committee was entitled to some 
information as to its effect on the 
revenue. Would any harm result from 


delaying it ? 





FINANCE BILL. 
Order for Consideration, as amended, 
read, and discharged. 


Bill re-committed in respect of New 
Clause, Surtax and Allowance on Spirits, 
and New Clause, Increase of Customs 
Duties on Glucose (in pursuance of 
Resolutions of Committee of Ways and 
Means). (Mr. ‘hancellor of the Eaucheque 7.) 


FINANCE (RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


Sim M. HICKS BEACH : I wish to get 
it reprinted tomorrow morning. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : What 
do you estimate will be the effect on the 
revenue ! 

Sir. M. HICKS BEACH : Very trifling 
indeed. 

Clauses agreed to. 


Bill, as amended in Committee, and on 
re-committal, to be considered Tomorrow. 


[Bill 239.] 
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913 Licensing 
LICENSING BILL. 


As amended by the Standing 
mittee, further considered. 


Com- 


Mr. BROADHURST said he wished 
to move to insert a Clause providing 
that if the holder of any licence 
authorising the consumption of intoxi- 
cating liquor upon the premises retused 
to supply the reasonable demands of a 


traveller for refreshment other than 
intoxicating liquor, he should be liable 
upon summary conviction, for the first 


ofience, to a fine not exceeding 40s., and 
for any subsequent offence of a like 
nature to a fine not exceeding £5. The 
object was, he explained, to compel 
licensed victuallers to supply refreshments 
other than intoxicating drinks to any 
person who demanded it. Many hun- 
dreds of young people now indulged in 
cycling, and many of these desired re- 
freshment other than intoxicants or 
aerated waters. They preferred, in fact, 
acup of tea or coffee and a slice of bread 
and butter, but they were constantly 
refused by licence holders. Hence this 
Clause. He submitted it to the Grand 
Committee but was unfortunately defeated 
on a division, although he got a consider- 
able amount of support. As a fact, the 
Clause imposed no new obligations, but 
it was desirable to have power to inflict 
a penalty in cases of refusal. He was 
sure he had the sympathy of the Home 
Secretary, as well as of the hon. Member 
for the Burton Division of Statfordshire. 


New Clause (Supply of non-intoxieant 
refreshment) (Mr. Broadhurst) 
brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second time.” 


sin JOHN BRU NNER (Cheshire, North- 


wich) hoped the Amendment would be 


favourably considered by the Home 
Secretary, for he could assure the right 
hon. Gentleman that magistrates in 


different parts of the country were 
desirous that publicans should be com- 
pelled to supply the reasonable demands 
of travellers in this respect. Bicyclists 
had found that beer was not a good 
liquor on which to travel, and the House 
should not discourage the demand for 
non-intoxicating refreshment. Relatives 
of his own who had been bicyeling, or 
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playing in football matches, had been re- 
tused such refreshment in indignant and 
supercilious tones, and had been told 
“This is a house for the sale of drink.” 
The law which allowed a house to be 
kept open for the sale of intoxicating 
drink and did not insist upon the supply 
of other refreshment was a faulty law. 
The Home Secretary would find that in 
accepting this Clause he would have the 
support of the magistracy and of the 
public in general. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) said 
when this clause was before the Standing 
Committee, the Home Secretary said the 
licensed victualler was not even bound 
to supply intoxicating liquor, his obliga- 
tions differing in this respect from those 
of an innkeeper. He was in sympathy 
with his hon. friend on that matter, and 
he would like to know the reason for the 
ditference. If a licensed victualler was 
legally entitled to refuse even beer to a 
traveller, what on earth was the use of 
having him at all? What was the duty 
of a licensed victualler in “ merrie Eng- 
land”? He knew what it was in Ireland 
and Scotland, but he would like to be 
told if there were two kinds of licences 
in England. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Noritolk, 
N.) said it must have been the ex- 
perience of many Members that they 


were often unable to get even bread 
and cheese at  public-houses, and 
some of the refreshment rooms at 
the railway stations were very little 


better than the public-houses in this 
respect. It was true that at many 
railway stations an excellent luncheon 
could be obtained, but he was sorry to 
say that the refreshment room at the 
Ipswich station was practically converted, 
he might say absolutely converted, into 
a drinking bar. To get a glass of whisky 
was easy enough, but it was difficult to 
obtain other refreshment that many 
travellers desired. He earnestly hoped 
the Home Secretary would take this 
matter into serious consideration. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said he 
thought the distinction drawn between 
innkeepers and licensed victuallers was a 
barbarous novelty, and that all licensed 
holders should be compelled to supply the 
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reasonable requirements of travellers. 
The licensed victualler engaged a mono- 
poly, and in return he was bound to per- 
form certain services. He recently took 
some young friends, after a long walk, to 
an out-of-the-way public-house in the Isle 
of Wight. He asked for luncheon for them, 
but he was absolutely refused until he 
threatened to oppose the renewal of the 
man’s licence. Such conduct, he sub- 
mitted, was contrary to the spirit 
of the law. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, N.W.) 
said that on application to a magi- 
strates’ clerk he got confirmation of 
the Home Secretary’s statement to the 
Committee upstairs that there was a 
distinction between « licensed victualler 
and an innkeeper, and he certainly con- 
sidered it most desirable that that dis- 
tinction should be abolished. Surely the 
House would approve that. Cyclists and 
other travellers ought to have no diffi- 
culty in getting a cup of tea. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuik, Croydon): The arguments in 
favour of the Amendment are largely 
drawn from personal experiences, and 
although such experiences are exceed- 
ingly valuable [ suspect that an altera- 
tion of the law based on them would not 
be quite desirable in the general interest. 
Cireumstances under which individual 
Members have met with scant courtesy 
required to be fully explained before they 
ean be acted upon. My hon. friend the 
Member for South Tyrone has correctly 
stated what occurred in the Committee 
upstairs when the Bill was before them 
and when this Amendment was rejected 
by a very considerable majority. The 
position is just this—the licensed victual- 
ler is not compelled by his licence to 
supply anything at all. The proposal 
now is that he should be compelled to 
supply a thing he does not sell, and if 
he does not supply it he is to be liable to 
a criminal prosecution. [{Laughter.| | 
notice that a different principle is to 
apply to the temperance hotel-keeper. 
He is not even to be compelled to supply 
what he professes to sell. I have been 
asked what is the difference between an 
innkeeper and the licensed victualler. 
Well, the latter carries on his business 
Mr. Harwood. 


{COMMONS} 
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under statute, while the innkeeper js 
compelled by common law to supply to 
any traveller who applies for it reason- 
able food and lodging. I think to make 
a licensed victualler subject to the 
criminal liability proposed in the clause, 
while the innkeeper, who is not a 
licensed victualler, is left untouched, is to 
make a very serious alteration in the 
law ; and however desirable some altera- 
tion of the liabilities of innkeepers or 
licensed victuallers may be when we 
are considering a general revision of the 
licensing laws, | demur altogether to the 
alteration being introduced by an Amend- 
ment to a limited measure of the kind 
now before the House. After all, hon. 
Members have the remedy in their own 
hands. They may oppose the renewal 
of the licence of a man who refuses to 
supply reasonable refreshments, and | 
think the licensing authority would be 
right in taking the fact into considera- 
tion upon the question whether the 
licence should be renewed or not. On 
these grounds I deprecate the introduc- 
tion of such an Amendment as this into 


the Bill. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
the distinction that existed according to 
the Home Secretary's interpretation of 
the law between the licensed victualler 
and the Innkeeper was one that should 
be removed. But this distinction 
had nothing to do with the question 
before the House at all. This licensed 
business was a monopoly of the most 
enormous value. It was a monopoly 
which the Government refused year 
after year to touch, and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer preferred rather to tax 
the bread of the poor this year than to 
touch it. There was no monopoly 
comparable in magnitude and value to 
it, and he was going to say in its 
corrupting influence. The _ lic nsed 
trade enjoyed these privileges from the 
State and had no right to complain of 
any of the fresh obligations being placed 
upon them. He was quite sure this 
proposed clause would be to the 
advantage and convenience of the people 
of this country, and therefore asked 
the House to pass it. 


Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) 


said he thought the House was taken at 
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a disadvantage in having to discuss an 
important Bill of this kind at such 
short notice, seeing that the great 
majority of hon. Members interested 
had not expected the Bill to come on. 
He warned those who were inclined to 
ruin the liquor trade that, much as they 
disliked the grain duty, the taxes lost by 
the ruin of the licensed victualler would 
have to be made up in some such way 
as the grain duty. The licensed 
victualler was taxed out of all proportion 
toany other class of the community, and 
for this a distinct duty was laid upon 
him, and more should not be required 
of him. They had heard the experiences 
oi various hon. Members in visiting 
public-houses. Well, he had always 
found that the temperance man was 
the most impatient and irrational man 
on the face of the earth. He expected 
the licensed victualler to supply him 
with all sorts of things he did not sell, 
and his orders were often given in the 
most incomprehensible manner.  Alto- 
gether the temperance man seemed to 
be overcome with his own importance 
and authority ; indeed, he was prepared 
to exercise authority over everything 
and everybody. He spoke as a frequenter 
of public-houses, and when going round 
his constituency he found, if he wanted 
a little refreshment, the public-house a 
much more genial placeto enter than 
one of those temperance dens, where 
they found everyone in the place 
imagining themselves to be altogether of 
a superior character ready to pull down 
everything and to complain of every- 
thing. He went into a public-house 
and took his refreshment and enjoyed it 
aiter his day’s work, and he there met 
good fellows who had done their day’s 
work and were in good humour to 


talk to their Member. For that 
reason he went to the public-house, 
but he could not recollect a single 


occasion when he was refused food. He 
had gone into a public-house times 
without number; he meant to continue 
to do so, and he thought he was as fit 
for work as anyone who frequented only 
temperanee taverns. Hon. Members 
who required tea, eggs, and so on, must 
remember that it was not the duty of a 
publican to keep a kettle always boiling 
to supply temperance people. It would 
bea grievous wrong to inflict a penalty 
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for these omissions unless they at the 
s me time considerably reduced the 
licence duties. The hon. Member for 
Leicester had complained that he was 
unable to obtain proper and necessary 
refreshment at railway bars. The hon. 
Member had been most unfortunate in 
the bars he had visited, because usually 
there were delightful glass cases of 
sweetbreads and gingerbreads, which 
ought to satisfy the appetite of the most 
inveterate teetotaller, and he had found 
that when he ordered a glass of beer he 
could always get a sandwich with it. 
He therefore rejoiced that the Home 
Secretary had decided not to accept the 
Amendment, but to continue to give the 
licensed victualler the same obligations 
to discharge which he had undertaken 
to discharge when he took out his 
licence, and which he had discharged 
uncommonly well up to the present 


day. 


*(9.35.) Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said 
the speech of the hon. Member for 
Devizes was very interesting and 
amusing, but it had extremely little 
reference to the Amendment. The hon. 
Member had told them about his habits 
and his constant visits to public-houses. 
He had told them that he had never 
asked for food and been refused, but he 
had not told them that he had ever asked 
for food. 


Mr. GOULDING: I am sorry to 
interrupt the hon. Member, but for the 
credit of the cuisine of the public-houses 
I must say that I have often asked for 
food and have always got it. 


*Mr. EMMOTT thought his hon. friend 
must have chosen his public-houses very 
earefully. The purport of the new clause 
was that where it was not now necessary 
to provide such refreshments it should, 
in future, be necessary. Therefore, the 
fact that he had never suffered from 
being unable to get the food he required 
had really no relevance to the subject 
under discussion. The Amendment was 
a most reasonable one ; it would effect a 
very desirable change in the law, and if 
the hon. Member for Leicester went to 
a division, he should certainly support 
him. 
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Mr.’ BOUSFIELD (Hackney, *N.) 


said it was his experience at public 
houses in the country that publicans 
were very much put about if they were 
asked to supply anything to eat. He 
belonged to the irrational class of 
people who believed that temperance 
ought to be promoted as far as possible, 
and being of opinion that the Amend- 
ment would be of material assistance to 
the cause of temperance he should vote 
for it. He was glad the Home Secretary 
had expressed his sympathy with the 
Amendment, and, although it might 
not be much use making any appeal, he 
thought the present was a very favour- 
able opportunity for introducing a 
provision which had been long wanted. 
He had always voted against the extreme 
Measures of teetotalism, because he 
recognised that the public-house was to 
a great extent the meeting-place of the 
people. But he wanted to see the public- 
house a place to which the teetotaler 
could go as well as the man who wanted 
a glass of beer. One would hope that 
with the advance of education, the 
younger people would desire to spend 
their evenings somewhat more arduously, 
but the fact remained that many a 
weary man Was in the habit of meeting 
his friends in the only place now open to 
him, viz., the public-houses. At the 
time the Parish Councils Bill was under 


discussion he attempted to insert a 
provision to enable the councils to 
provide parish-rooms in iwhich such 


men could meet without being obliged, 
as the price of enjoying the fellowship of 
their friends, to drink to the good of 
the house more than was good for them. 
That proposal was opposed by hon. 
Gentlemen on the other side of the 
Ilouse, but he was glad to notice that 


the present Amendment would have 
something of the same effect. He 


wanted to see public- houses where 
teetotalers could have their drink. [An 
Hon. Member: So they can.] But in 
many places they would be unable to get 
what they wanted. Such a proviso as 
that now proposed would greatly help 
the cause of temperance, and he would 
be glad to see it inserted. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) had not intended to take part 
in the debate, but. as one who had lived 
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and been brought up among working 
people, and who knew the evils and 
miseries caused by drink, he felt bound 
to protest against the speech of the hon. 
Member for Devizes. That such a 
speech should be delivered, in which 
temperance places were described as 
‘*‘dens,” and so forth, was monstrous and 
wicked. {Laughter.] He defied hon. 
Members who laughed to deny that the 
bulk of the misery among their own 
constituents was due to drink. The 
hon. Member had referred to his “ good 
fill.’ It was the “good fill’’ which 
caused all the misery. 
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Mr. GOULDING thought the hon. 
Member was going too tar when he 
called a glass of beer a“ good fill.”” What 
he really said was that he had a glass of 
beer and asked for what he wanted to 
eat. 


Mr. MARKHAM said he was in the 
recollection of the House. What the 
hon. Member said was that he had a 
* good fill.” 

No. 


Mr. GOULDING : [* With- 
| 


draw.’’| 


Mr. MARKHAM said he would with- 
draw the statement, although he was 
convinced that he was correct. If the 
hon. Member had seen as much as he 
had of the misery and poverty caused by 
drink, he would go into these public- 
houses less frequently. Reference had 
been made to the interference of tem- 
perance people, but what interterence 
was there in trying to better ones 
fellow men ? 


*Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.) said 
that the Amendment was intended to 
secure travellers certain things in publie- 
houses which the previous speaker mait- 
tained he could not get at the present 
time. This question had been debated 
very carefully before the Grand Com- 
mittee, and, if he remembered rightly, 
the Amendment was defeated by a very 


large majority. On that occasion he 
met the hon. Member for Leicester 
with a proposal which he was still 


prepared to carry out. The Amend- 
ment raised an intricate point of common 
law, whieh would be better dealt with by 








asn 
Mer 
was 
bacl 
tlon 
mat 
com 
was 
was 
und 
sug: 
shor 
the 
obti 
and 
thei 
mar 
was 
ofa 
cati 
held 
trol 
shel 
who 
Am 
and, 
cons 
Vote 


M 
mor 
mor 
Mer 
stro 
On 
ber 
abili 
how 
men 
intr 
wou 
It s¢ 
to tl 
of i 
Sill. 


Som 


hanc 
Men 
subs 
form 


M 
the . 
whic 
glad 
to gt 


men 





92) 


ing 
and 
ind 
on. 
la 
lich 

as 
and 
10N. 
the 
Wn 
The 
rood 


hich 


hon. 

he 
hat 
38 of 


d to 


the 
the 


id a 


Vith- 


vith- 
was 
f the 
s he 
d by 
i blie- 
had 
tem- 
‘ence 
one 


) said 
d to 
ablie- 
nail 
esent 
nated 
Com- 
htly, 
very 
n he 
ester 

still 
nend- 
)mon 
th by 








921 Licensing 


asmall amending Bill; and if the hon. | 
Member would bring in such a Bill, he | 
was prepared to put his name on the| 
back of it. He had been in communica 
tion with the Cyelists Union on the) 
matter, and knew their views. What they | 
complained of was that the common law 
was SO excessive in its penalties that it 
was extremely difficult to get a conviction 
under the law as it stood, and they 
suggested that the atnount of the fine 
should be placed within the discretion of 
the magistrates, so that they might | 
obtain a reasonable execution of the law, | 

| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and secure that which the law intended | 
they should have. Theright hon. Gentle- 
man was correct in saying that there 
was no obligation in law on a_ holder | 
of a victualler’s licenee to supply intoxi- | 
cating liquors. An innkeeper very often | 
held such a licence, but he had full con- 
trol over his inn, and need only supply 
shelter and refreshment to travellers 
who reasonably demanded it. This | 
Amendment went a great deal too far, 
and, as it would complicate the law toa 
considerable degree, he should certainly 
vote against it. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): The 
more this Amendment is discussed, the 
more its merits appear: and the hon. 
Member who has just spoken has given 
strong reasons why it should be earried. 
On the Grand Committee the hon. Mem- 
ber represented the liquor trade with great 
ability, persistency, and imagination. He | 
now says, on the merits of this Amend- 
ment, that if an amending Bill were 
introduced, having the same object, he 
would gladly associate himself with it. 
It seenis, therefore, that his only objection 
to the Amendment can be on the ground | 
of its inappropriateness in the present 
ill. But that is a matter of opinion. 
Some of us are under the impression that 
we shall not have another opportunity | 
of amending and improving the licensing 
laws for some years, and, as a bird in the 
hand is worth two in the bush, the hon. | 
Member, being prepared to support the 
substance of the Amendment in another 
form, ought to vote in favour of it now. | 


! 

Mr. GRETTON : My position is that | 

the Amendment goes too far. The point | 

which the hon. Member urged I should be | 

glad to support, but Lam not prepared | 

to go so far as the words of the Amend- | 
ment, 
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; sure 


| First Lord of the Treasury, who 


| Member for Devizes has told us 


Bill. 
Mr. JOHN BURNS: The Amendment 


simply asks for the licensed victualler to 
be required to supply reasonable demands 
for refreshment. ‘That does not mean 
that a small innkeeper should rise to the 
menu of the hon. Member for Manchester, 
or that he should satisfy the tastes of 
hon. Gentlemen who are Members of the 
Amphitryon Club, noted for its twenty- 
two or twenty-four courses. Take a 
party of motorists twenty or thirty miles 
away from a well-established place of 
refreshment. Lady motorists often re 
quire tea, coffee, and eggs, and it seems 
to me that 
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licensed victuallers, as well 


'as innkeepers, ought to be compelled to 


supply that class of refreshment. The 
Home Secretary has shown great tact and 
skill in his conduct of this Bill, and never 
more so than in his admission tonight 
that substantially he agrees with this 
proposal. But he says this is not the 
time nor the occasion. The right hon. 
Gsentleman’s hand wants forcing, and | 
should like to see him beaten in a non- 
Party division. If that were done, I am 
that no one would be more glad 
the Home Secretary, except the 
is a 
motorist, and doubtless prefers a cup 
of good tea to a glass of bad beer. 
The hon. Member for Devizes made the 
kind of speech that one would expect a 
candidate to make in a district where 
nearly every other house that was not a 
public-house was a beer-shop, and the 
licensed victuallers’ interest in that district 
is very strong. But I can assure the hon. 
Member for Devizes that the sensible 
licensed victuallers and the progressive 


than 


'innkeepers who are adapting themselves 


to the demands of cyclists and motorists 


| will not thank him for his speech. I 


know something of public-houses, or at 


| any rate the best side of them—which is 


the outside. The hon. Member opposite 


‘has practically said that the licensed 


victuallers’ trade is non-progressive, and 
does not wish to adapt itself to the re 
quirements of the public. The hon. 
that 
an inn is a place where you can get 
drunk, or immoderately the worse for 


liquor, and where hospitality is not ex- 


tended either to man or beast. 


Mr. GOULDING: The hon. Mem- 
ber is making a statement which is 
directly opposite to what I said. | said 
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that I did not know of an occasion upon | 
which | had passed a_public-house | 
where I could not get anything to eat | 
in moderation, such as eggs and bread | 
and butter. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Then let the hon. 
Member go down to any garrison town, 
like Aldershot, where the soldiers are 
practically driven into beer shops,- and 
where it is impossible to get either tea, 
coffee, or bread and cheese. Anyone 
who has lived in a garrison town and 
who has seen the difficulty that the 
soldier, the sailor, the tourist, and the 
traveller experience who want moder- 
ate refreshment, and who are not 
teetotalers, but who are driven to buy 
alcoholic drinks when they require 
other kinds of refreshment, must admit 
that this Amendment is a reasonable one. 
Muny publicans, to their credit, are 
adapting themselves to the supplying of 
refreshments of the kind which this 
Amendment secks to make universal 
and why? We are not inflicting any 
injustice on the publican. If a publican 
had to choose between supplying six 
men with six quarts of beer at 4d. per 
quart, or supplying six men with six 
shilling teas, he would prefer the latter, 
because he would make more out of the 
teas. of the brewers may not 
like this propo-al, which is not resented 
by the progressive publican who owns 
his own house, but is resented by the 
brewer who owns tied houses and who 
wishes the public-house to be a “ boozing 
shop” only, and not a place of refresh- 
ment for man or beast. The publican 
who owns his own house invariably 
carries out what is proposed in this 


Some 


Amendment, and thus confers great 
benefit upon the whole community. 


What is an advantage voluntarily 
with some publicans ought to be made 
compulsory upon all, in return for the 
licence and the privilege and monopoly 
which the licence confers upon every 
innkeeper. At the time when rapid 
traction, motor cars, golf and cricket 
clubs, and walking excursions are taking 
vast crowds into the country districts, 
we ought to encourage the people to 
go into the country and into the rural 
districts, for this will not only help the 
country people and the shopkeepers 


Mr. Goulding. 
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there, but it will also help the innkeeper, 
For these reasons [| intend to support 
this Amendment. 


924 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I do appeal to the 
House to come to a decision now upon 
this question. This point has already 
been debated for an hour, and we have 
some other very important questions to 
discuss before we can make much progress 
with this Bill. 


(10.5) Sir E. W. GREENE (Bury St. 
Edmunds): I cannot understand why 
the hon. Member for Battersea has made 
the assertion that brewers are against 
supplying other articles of refreshment 
besides beer. I have done a great deal 
of cycling, and [ must confess that 
whenever I have stopped and asked for 
tea I have always been able to get it, 
As for the brewer, I have the fortune, or 
the misfortune, to be the chairman of a 
large brewery company, aud only a month 
ago I ordered a cireular to be sent out to 
every public-house belonging to the 
brewery company putting it before the 
publican that he should supply tea, or 
anything else that the people should 
call for, and I believe that es a rule the 
majority of publicans do- this. The 
House must bear in mind that a demand 
for anything will always bring a supply. 
Wherever there are cyclists about, | am 
sure publicans will be found wilting to 
meet their requirements. It is very hard, 
however, that they should be forced to 
do this when they already have heavy 
burdens placed upon them, and I 
thoroughly agree with the Home Secretary 
that we should not force upon the trade a 
heavier burden than they already have to 
bear. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I was astonished when I heard the Home 
Secretary get up just now and tell us 
that we were almost obstructing this Bill. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: No, no. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: At any rate, 
the right hon. Gentleman appealed to 
the House to have a division upon this 
point. The right hon. Gentleman was 
not in a majority during the first half 
hour of the debate, and then he was 
quite willing to encourage talk wpon this 
subject. I am perfectly certain that the 
hon. Member for Leicester is too old a 
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Parliamentary hand to accept the sugges- 
tion made by the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Derbyshire, who 
proposes that this question should be 
dealt with by an amending Bill. A 
clause in the hand is worth any amount 
of amending Bills in the bush, and I trust 
my hon. friend will go to a division on 
this question. | was surprised to hear 
that whereas an innkeeper is obliged to 
supply intoxicating liquor, a publican is 
not obliged to do so. If that is the law, 
the sooner we change it the better. I 
do not “hike,” I do not like walking 
much, and I do not go much into public- 
houses ; but supposing I were “ biking,” 
and | wanted some beer, how am I to 
know the difference between a public- 
house and an inn? I think that if a 
publican is granted a monopoly to 
supply a particular article, he should be 
obiiged to supply that article. We go a 
step farther, and say, that not only shall 
he be compelled to supply beer, but also 
tea, coffee, and other refreshments such 
as bread and cheese. The hon. Gentle- 
man opposite says he thinks this is a 
desirable thing, but he objects to do it 
only in an amending Bill. Why he 
should not oblige the public by doing it 
now | do not know. I believe my hon. 
friend’s Amendment will do more for 
the cause of temperance than a great 
deal of that with which my very hot 
temperance friends on this side of the 
House advocate, because the real reason 
why we are such a drunken people is 
that in publie-houses practically nothing 
is consumed but beer and spirits. Many 
people who simply want light refresh- 
ments are unable to get anything but 
beer and spirits. In the publie-houses 
in Germany where you buy beer and 
sprits you cansee the father sit down 
to his glass of beer, the wife to her tea, 
and the children to buns and ginger 
beer. In Germany they bring their 
families into the public-houses, and this 
has a humanising effect. If you place 
upon every one of these public-houses 
the obligation of supplying other refresh- 
nents besides intox'cants as in Germany, 
I think vou would find that large 
tumbers who are now obliged to take 
ber would come in and take tea and 
other such refreshments, and they would 
take with them their families, and this 
vould have a humanising effect. For 
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Bill. 926 
these reasons I shall most warmly 
support the Amendment of my hon. 
friend. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I think every- 
body who has listened to this debate must 
agree that this is a most important ques- 
tion, and I think it is one which ought to 
he the subject of a compromise. | think 
most people will be surprised to hear what 
was said by the Home Secretary, that 
licensed victuallers were under no obliga- 
tion to supply either food or drink or any- 
thing else. It certainly seem: unreason- 
able that when a man is given a monopoly 
to supply drink, he should be under no 
obligation to supply other refreshments. 
Practically by preventing eating houses 
from supplying drink you have pre- 
vented the existence of cafés and 
eating houses such as those which 
exist abroad, and which are pre- 
vented from existing in England be- 
cause a large part of their profits are 
made on intoxicating li ,uors. I think 
this is a great misfortune, and I do not 
think licensed victuallers can say that it 
is unreasonable that they should be under 
an obligation to supply food. The hon. 
Member for South Derbyshire expressed 
himself as being of the same opinion. 
He also expressed the view that this 
particular Amendment is very vague and 
wide, and is rather too serious an obliga- 
tion to place suddenly upon all the 
licensed victuallers of this country. 1 
should like to know if we can have some 
undertaking fromm the Home Necretary, 
or could the hon. Member for South 
Derbyshire suggest some Amendment 
which would get over the difficulty, and 
which would provide that those who are 
giving the monoply of supplying intoxi- 
cating liqvors should be under the obliga- 
tion to supply other kinds of refresh- 
ment. I should like to know if the 
Home Secretary would agree to support 
a measure brought in by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Leicester and the hon. Member 
for South Derbyshire. If the right hon. 
Gentleman would undertake to give 
time and consideration to such a Bill, I 
think that would get over the difficulty. 
| feel confident myself that if a pro- 
posal of this kind were adopted, it 
would have far more beneficial results in 
promoting real temperance than any- 
thing else which is proposed in this 
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Bill, or in any other temperance reform 
brought forward in 
I wish to press upon the 
Home Secretary the very great import- 
ance of this subject, for he now has an 
opportunity of dealing with a question 
I believe, will do more good in| 173 
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this country than any other proposal 
connected with temperance reform. 


(10.14.) Question put. 


The House divided :—A yes, 154 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 233.) 
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—*(10.30.) Mr. EMMOTT had a new 
Clause on the Paper in the following | 
terms : — 


* Any reasonable costs, charges, and expenses 
which licensing justices may incur in support- 
ing or defending any decision of theirs against 
which an appeal is brought, and which are not 
recovered from any other person, shall, in the 
case of licensing justices acting in and for any 
petty sessional division of a county, or acting | 
and for a municipal borough having a | 
separate commission of the peace, but not hav- | 
ing its own court of quarter sessions, be pay- | 
ible out of the county rate ; and in the case of | 
livensing justices acting in and for any muni- | 
cipal borough having a separate commission of | 


the peace and its own court of quarter sessions, 
be payable out of the borough fund or borough 
rate. The said reasonable costs, charges, and | 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


expenses shall be taxed by the proper taxing 
otticer of the court of quarter sessions, either 
in or out of sessions, or of the High Court 
county treasurer or the 
borough treasurer, as the case may be, shall be 
entitled to attend such taxation, and to have 
seven days’ notice given to him of the day 
appointed therefor, together with a copy of the 
bill to be taxed.” . 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This clause is not in 
order, because it proposes to place a 
charge upon the rates. That cannot be 
done on the Report stage of the Bill. 


*Mr. EMMOTT said the clause was put 
down as a substitute for Clause 19 of 
the Bill, and so would not really place a 
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fresh charge on the rates. He desired 
to know whether that made any differ- 
ence to the ruling. 


Licensing 


*Mr. SPEAKER: A clause proposing 
a new charge upon the rates cannot be 
introduced on the report stage. There 
is a clause in the Bill which deals with 
the question of the costs of the magi- 
strates. If the hon. Member likes, he 
can move an Amendment on that, pro- 
vided that he does not propose to increase 
the charge. 


(Manchester, 
out Clause 4, 


Mr. GALLOWAY 
S.W.) moved to leave 
which provided that— 

‘* Where a licensed person is charged with 
permitting drunkenness on his premises and it 
is proved that any person was drunk on his 
premises, it shall lie on the licensed person to 
prove that he and the persons employed by 
him took all reasonable steps for preventing 
drunkenness on the premises.” 


The hon. Member said he thought 
the clause would be less objectionable 
if the Amendment standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for South- 
ampton (which was to leave out the 
words after “him,” and insert “ did 


not knowingly suffer the said drunken- 
ness to take place on his premises ”) were 
accepted. 


*Mr. RITCHIE was not prepared to 
accept that Amendment. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said the clause as 
it stood was most objectionable. The 
right hon. Gentleman on Monday night 
retused a clause which he moved, on the 
ground that it was introducing a new 
principle. But this Clause 4 introduced 
a principle never known to English law 
betore. There was considerable discus- 
sion on the clause in Grand Committee. 
The clause as it now stood compelled a 
person who was accused of being guilty 
to prove himself innocent, and the old 
principle of English law that a man was 
assumed to he innocent till he was proved 
guilty was done away with. It  pro- 
posed to put upon the publican and 
licence-holder the onus of proving that 
he, or somebody employed by him, took 
all reasonable steps to prevent drunken- 
ness on his premises. If the clause were 
confined within the narrow limit of its 
exact words, it would not be open to 
much objection, but what he objected to 
was that the words would be strained. 


Mr. Einmott. 


{COMMONS} 
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How was it going to be possible in some 
circumstances for the licence-holder to 
prove that somebody employed by him 
took all reasonable steps to prevent 
drunkenness on the premises ? Supposing 
he was not on the premises at the time 
the offence was committed, he would have 
to rely upon somebody acting for him, to 
prove that that person took all reason- 
able steps. Let it be remembered that 
the real punishment for the offence would 
not fall on the shoulders of the person 
who committed the crime, but would fall, 
in the shape of endorsement of the 
licence, or otherwise, upon the licence. 
holder. He believed the clause was 
against all English law and the principles 
ot administration of justice in this 
country, and he, therefore, moved that it 
be left out. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* In page 2, line 5, to leave out Clause 4.” 
—(Mr. Galloway.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘That the words of 
the clause to the word ‘took,’ in line 8, 
stand part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: What is the additional 
obligation cast upon the licensed victual- 
ler by this clause ? At present he ought 
not to permit drunkenness on his prem- 
ises. Very well, this clause _ pre-sup- 
poses before putting any further obli 


gation upon the licensed  victualler, 
that drunkenness has been proved to 


exist upon his premises. If drunkenness 
has been proved to exist upon his pre- 
mises, then { think it is perfectly right 
and proper, having regard to the respon- 
sibility of the licensed victualler, and 
having regard to the great evil of 
drunkenness, to say that it should lie 
upon his shoulders to prove that he, and 
those employed by him, have taken all 
reasonable precautions to prevent drunken- 
ness. We are only carrying out the in- 
tentions of the Royal Commission which 
inquired into these matters, when we ask 
Parliament to say to the publican who is 
charged with having permitted _ the 
drunkenness which has been proved 
to have taken place on his premises, 
that he must prove that he and his 
servants took proper precautions for 
carrying out the law and_ preventing 
drunkenness. 
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Me. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) 
thought that the speech of the Home 
Secretary was a complete justification 
for the Amendment of the hon. Member 


Licensing 


fr Southampton. Let the House re- 
member that in dealing with this 


question they were dealing with a class 
of persons who did not commend them- 
glves altogether to the sympathetic 
feeling of the House; but who. never- 
theless, were entitled to receive from 
it justice. Let the House see that they 
got that justice. The Majority Report 
of the Royal Commission on Licensing 
law made a very interesting and im- 
portant pronouncement on this point. 
They said that where a person was found 
drunk on licensed premises, or was 
observed leaving them in that condition, 
the licence-holder should be required 
to prove that he and his employees were 
ignorant of the drunkenness, or if they 
knew it, they did not permit the 
offender to remain. The Minority Re- 
port added that where a person was 
found drunk on the premises, or was 
seen leaving the premises in a drunken 
condition, it should be incumbent on 
the publican to show that neither he 
nor his servants knew of the drunken- 
ness or allowed the person to remain 
on the premises. He could not agree 
with the suggestion of his hon. friend 
the Member for South-West Manchester. 
to leave out the clause in its entirety, 
but he confessed he thought they had 
aright to ask the Home Secretary to 
consider, when Amendments to the 
clause were considered, whether he 
ought not to provide some reasonable 
measure of protection in the interest 
of the licensed holder, such as was 
suggested both in the Majority and 
Minority Report of the Royal Com- 
inission. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


(10.40.) Sir BARRINGTON SIMEON 
Southampton) proposed an Amendment 
‘0 the clause, providing that it should 
ie on a licensed person to prove that 
le and the persons employed by him 


tad not knowingly suffered drunken- | 


less to take place on his premises. He 


‘tid that in the clause there was nothing | 
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but vagueness and difficulty. Every 
difficulty was put in the way of the 
unfortunate publi‘an. As the Clause 
stood, it required that the publican 
must have taken all reasonable steps. 
That was a difficult thing to do, for 
what one bench of magistrates thought 
reasonable another bench of magistrates 
might not think reasonable. The onus 
of proof was placed entirely on the 
publican, and taken away from the 
police, and the publican was subjected 
to vague obligations which he did not 
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know existed, and which he had no 
opportunity of knowing existed. He 


asked why, in this matter, a publican 
should be placed in a different position 
with respect to the law from the pro- 
prietors of the New Gallery, the Grafton 
Gallery, or the Savoy Hotel, where balls 
were frequently held, and at which 
some young men might be idiotic enough 
to drink too much champagne. To 
make a distinction would be to establish 
one law for the rich and another for 
the poor, and he hoped the Government 
would not do that. He could aot 
imagine why the Government should 
not accept the Amendment; but if they 
did not, all he could say was that it 
would be pressed to a division. 


Amendment [proposed- 


“In page 2, line 8, to leave out from the 
word ‘him,’ to the end of Clause 4, in order to 
insert the words ‘did not knowingly suffer 
the said drunkenness to take place on his 
premises’—(Sir Barrington Simeon)—instead 
thereof.” 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that the Clause 
attempted to deal in a moderate way 
with one of the greatest curses with 
which we were afflicted. Any one who 
had had the experience which he had 
now had could not fail to know that a 
very large proportion of the violent crime 
of the country originated through persons 
coming out drunk from public houses, 
He said, without fear of contradiction, 
that a great deal of crime was caused 
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by drunkenness on the part of persons 
who must have been known by the 
publican or his assistant to be drunk 
when they were served. They got into 
a state of frenzy in which they were 
prepared to commit any crime. This 
was an attempt to put a stop to that 


great evil. The law as it stood at 
present—which was the law that the 


hon. Gentleman proposed by his Amend- 
ment to maintain—had been found to 
be inoperative and ineffective. It had 
heen found to be perfectly impossible to 
prove against a publican that he had 
knowingly suffered drunkenness to take 
place on his premises, and therefore the 
law had remained a dead letter. What 
was it that the Government asked? It 
was that in eases where drunkenness 
was proved to have taken place upon 
licensed premises it should lie upon 
the shoulders of the licensed victualler to 
show that he had taken all proper pre- 
cautions to prevent it. Having regard 
to the great privileges which were con- 
ferred upon licensed victuallers. the 
least they could do was to call upon 
them to prevent drunkenness, and to 
show that they had used all precautions 
in their power to put down what 
he had no hesitation in describing 
as an intolerable state of things. 
If the House adopted the Amendment, 
they would revert to a condition of the 
law which had proved to be ineffective. 
The Clause as it stood did not impose 
upon the licensed victualler any obliga- 
tion which he was not perfectly capable 
of performing. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would receive the support of the 


House in their attempt to deal with 
this matter. 

Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.) said he 
was very glad that the right hon. 
Gentleman had said what he had said. 


Any one who had held the office now 
occupied by the right hon, Gentleman 


Was aware that drunkenness was the 
most fruitful source of crime in this 
country, and to bring home to the 


licensed victualler actual knowledge, was 
to impose on those who had the enforce 
ment of the law an absolutely impossible 
All that the Clause proposed 


was that the publican should take all 


obligation. 


reasonable steps to prevent drunkenness. 


Mr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 
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That was a duty which he could perfectly 
well discharge, and a burden not heavier 
than ought to be imposed upon him, 
He earnestly hoped the Government 
would stick to the Clause in the form 
in which it now stood. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said 
he wished to support the views of his 
hon. friend who had moved the Amend. 
ment. The Clause as it stood violated 
principles of justice which declared that 
a man should not be presumed to he 
guilty until his guilt was proved. He 
knew that the Home Office was well 
acquainted with exceptions to that 
principle of English law. For instance, 
i mine owner or a manager of a mine 
was held personally responsible for an 
accident which had happened in a pit, 
unless he could show that he had taken 
all proper precautions. That was re- 
versing the ordinary rule of jurisprudence, 
but he thought Parliament ought to be 
very cautious in still further reversing 
a rule which was one of the safe-guards 
of the liberty of the people ot this 
country. He should vote with his hon. 
friend for the Amendment. 


Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lanea- 
shire, Southport) said that on behalf. of 
those who supported the Amendment, he 
wished to resent the suggestion put upon 
them that they were in any way the 
enemies of temperance, and the friends of 
drunkenness. He yielded to no man in 
his sympathy with temperance, and_ in 
the view that drunkenness was a grave 
offence. But if they were going to puta 
burden upon the licensed victualler which 
he could not bear, they ran the risk of 
doing him an injustice which would 
rebound upon the heads of those who did 
it. He believed the public were amply 
protected under the existing law, the 
doctrine of which was to hold the inno: 
cence of a man until he was found guilty. 
Under the Clause as it stood, the onus 
was put upon the publican of proving 
something which it was impossible for 
him to prove. The Amendment, on the 
other hand, asking a publican to prove 
something was reasonable. He was pet- 
fectly sure that if they treated the publi- 
can fairly, he would, in his turn, treat 
the public fairly, and the interest of the 
public would be looked after, and_ the 
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cause Of temperance would be safe- 
garded. He thought that when a 
reasonable Amendment like this was 


moved, it was the duty of the Home 
Secretary to accept it. There was a very 
strong feeling indeed on that side of the 
House among those who thought that if 
the publican was wanted to do the best 
he could on behalf of temperance, this 
Amendment should be passed. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) 
said that his hon. and learned friend had 
apparently some little difficulty in recon- 
ciling his support of the Amendment with 
his zeal of the temperance cause, because 
he betrayed the real motive which actu- 
ated him and his hon. friend in declining 
to go toa division in support of the last 
Amendment and uniting their forces in 
support of the present Amendment. In 
its present form this Amendment was 
simply a revival of the old Amendment 
which the House had rejected without a 
division. The last Amendment proposed 
to leave the law exactly as at present 
by striking out Clause 4; and the pre- 
sent Amendment proposed to introduce 
words which would neutralise that Clause. 
The Bill undoubtedly created a new 
statutory offence, which would be held 
to be committed by the licensed person 
unless he could show that he had taken 
all reasonable steps for preventing 
drunkenness on his premises. Was it 
not in the inte ests of temperance, and 
of the community at large to establish 
such an offence? When anyone con- 
sidered the enormous importance of the 
conduct of the liquor trade in relation 
to social order and crime, it was not too 
much to ask the House to cast the duty 
onthe publican of proving that he had 
taken all reasonable steps to prevent 
drunkenness on his premises. On these 
grounds he hoped the House would 
resist the Amendment. 


*(11.0.) Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) said they were all at one 
in their desire to diminish drunkenness. 
The only difference between them was 
as to whether the Amendment or the 
Bill best secured the object in view. He 
agreed with the Home Secretary, and 
believed that the right hon. Gentleman 
would find a large body on that side of 
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the House backing him up in his inten- 
tion to stick to the Bill as it stood and 
earry it intolaw. He could not see how 
any Member, if he looked at the Amend- 
ment dispassionately, could say that it 
would be equally effective with the clause 
as it stood in the bill to diminish the 
evils that they all deplored. He hoped 
the House would give the Home Sec- 
retary every support in carrying the 
Bill into law, irrespective of Amendments 
moved by supporters of this Amendment 
on the one hand, or those who supported 
the Amendment just defeated on the 
other. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) 
said if it were true that this Clause 
created a new offence, as was stated by 
the hon. and learned Member for South 
Leeds, he should like to know trom the 
Home Secretary whether it was his desire 
to place upon publicans burdens which did 
not now exist. He had been sent to the 
House to support the Majority Report of 
the Royal Commission, and this Clause 
went far beyond either the Majority or 
Minority Report, and however good the 
intents of the Home Secretary might be, 
it was most unfair to the publican. He 
contended that the Amendment ought 
to be accepted in the interests of those 
who are anxious to see the spread of 
temperance, If the Clause went beyond 
what was recommended in both the 
Majority and Minority Reports, who 
on earth induced the Home Secretary 
to take this hostile action against the 
trade. It was not, he was sure, of 
the right hon. Gentleman's free will, 
but perhaps of some Parliamentary 
draftsman. They ought not to put 
a new offence on the publican, and so 
treat him differently from any other 
trader. He could not help thinking 
that this attack upon the publican was 
because of his political susceptibilities. 
Hon. Members opposite knew that he 
voted against them, and hence their 
hostility to him. The Government 
were pledged to the Majority Report of 
the Licensing Commission, and they 
ought not to commence operations by 
laying new burdens upon the publican. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports 
mouth) said he thought his hon. friend 


2K 












939 {‘COMM( 


had put his Amendment on the wrong 
basis. The whole point of the Bill was 
that they wanted to get at the root of | 
the evil; they desired to deal with those 
who got drunk on licensed premises, 
and with those who enabled them to| 
get drunk. Nobody in the House would 
contend that all publicans permitted | 
drunkenness on their premises, but 
drunkenness should be stopped at any 
cost, and he thought that the Clause in 
the Bill as it stood, would enable the 
authorities to get at the bad publicans 
better than the Amendment would. 
The Amendment was that the publican 
had *‘not knowingly suffered the said 
drunkenness to take place on his pre- 
mises.’” He could imagine a publican 
who had deliberately neglected his duty, 
and then tried to put the blame on his 
employees. That was the class of man 
they wanted to get at. The words in a 
Clause were that the publican should take 
all reasonable steps to prevent drunken- 
ness on his premises: and he certainly 
thought that they were sufficient to 
safeguard the interests at stake, and to 
secure the end that was desired. If there 
were any choice between the words in 
the Amendment and the words in the 
Clause, he would say that the latter 
would be better, and therefore hesaw no 
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friends who intended to support the 


| Amendment. Did they or did they not 


think that the publican ought to take all 
reasonable steps to prevent drunkenness 
on his premises? Any of his hon. friends 
who supported the Amendment would be 
taken as not thinking that a publican 
should take reasonable steps. [An Hoy, 
Member: What are reasonable steps !] 
The phrase was acommon, form in Acts of 
Pa:liament, and quite ordinary phrase. 
ology. ‘The other point he wished to 
mention was that there would he very 


little difference in practice between the 


words in the Clause and the words in the 
Amendment. The chief difference was 
that the Amendment was bad draughts- 
manship, and the clause was good 
draughtsmanship, because the Amend- 
ment suggested that the publican should 
be asked to prove a negative. He could 
not do that, because he could only say 
that he had taken such and such pre- 
cautions, and given such and such in- 
The publican would go int 
the box, and state to the magistrates 
what steps he had taken, and they would 
decide whether they were reasonable 
steps or not. 


(11.14.) Question put. 


sufficient reason for voting for the 
Amendment. 
Mr. BOUSFIELD said he merely The House divided :— Ayes, 322 ; Novs 
wished to put two points to his hon. 52. (Division List No. 254.) 
AYES. 

Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) , Cameron, Rolert 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SivAlex.F. Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Beach, Rt Hn Sir Michael Hicks ©Camphell-Bannerman, Sir H 
Allan, William (Gateshead) Bigno d, Arthur Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Althusen, AugustusH’nryEden — Bill, Charles Causton, Richard Knight 
Ambrose, Robert Blundell, Colonel Henry Cautley, Henry Strother 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Boland, John Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Bolton, Thomas Dolling Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwieh) 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh © Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 
Asher, Alexander soustield, William Robert Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore? 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Brassey, Albert Channing, Francis Allston 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry Broadhurst, Henry Chapman, Edward 
Atherley-Jones, L. Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Charrington, Spencer 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Brooktield, Colonel Montagu Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Bagot. Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Brunner, SirJohn Tomlinson — Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Bull, William James Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Balearres, Lord | Burdett-Coutts, W. Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manelh’r | Burns, John Condon, Thomas Joseph 

salfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Caine, William Sproston Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W(Leeds | Caldwell, James 
Mr. Reginald Lucas. 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
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Jones, David Brynmor(Sw nsea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh’re 


Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambton, Hn. 
Langley, Batty 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese, SirJoseph F.( Acerington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Sir Jolin 

Levy Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Loney, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristel,S. 
Lough, Thomas 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas. Reginald J, (Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 


zeny, 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconuchie, A. W. 
MacVeayvh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Arthur, 
M‘Kean, John 
M'‘Killop, James (Stizlingshire 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord ceil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Duimfriessh. 
Melville, Beresiord 
Middlenore.JolinThrogmort’n 
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| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, wv) 
O'Malley, William 

O Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Charles Lindsay 
O'Shaughnessy, P. « 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pearson, Sir Weetian D. 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Peel, Hn Wim Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Pirie, Dunean V. 


' Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Frederick Wm. | 


William (Cornwall | 


Valentine | 


Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G, | 


Mitchel), William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon..J.Scott( Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward en Pacy 
Mooney, John |. 

More, Robt. Jas  iallnaaititi 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Murnaghan, George 
Murray, Rt Hn. AGrahaim(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
owen) Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


0’ Brien, Kendal(Tipp’ rary Mid 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

(Juilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Rive, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roberts, Samnel (Shettield) 
Roche, Jon 

Roe Sir Thomas 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sehwann, Charles E. 


| Seott. Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
| Seely, Charle 


s Hilton (Lineoln 
3. lsleof Wight 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, HC( North mb. Tyneside 
Smith.James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Re Hn. R.( Northants 
Stanley,Hon Arthar(Urmskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lerd (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stirline-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, Jemes Henry 

Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdUniv 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 






Seely,Maj.J. 
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Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. ) | 
Thomas, David. \lfred(Merthy r) 
Thomas,.J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Walton,JolhnLawson(Leeds,S.) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Euge one (Clackmannan 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
White, George jarag ag * 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Whitley, J. H. 
Whittaker, 


Willox, Sir 


Wilson, 
Wilson, 


Wilson, 


W odehouse, 
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Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
(Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon | 
Thomas Palmer 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord | 
John | 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R. ) 
Jobn (Durham, 
Jobn (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Tedd, Wm. H. 
Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 





Bill. 


Woodhouse, SirJ T (Huddersf'd 
| Worsley- Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Ww ortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
W rightson, Sir Thomas 

Wyndham, it. Hon. George 
| Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
| ¥ erburgh, Robert Armstrong 

:¥ oung, Samuel 
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Archibald 


Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 


(Yorks) | Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


\ge-Gardner, James 
Austin, rs John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


Tynte 
Houston, 


Legue, Col. 





Bond, Edward Leigh-Bennett, 
Butcher, John George Levesou- Gower, 
Cecil, Evelyn (Astou Manor) | Maelver, 


MKillop, W. 


Colomb.SirJohnCharles Ready 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Hope.J. F.(Shetfield. Brightside 
Robert Paterson 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, ( ‘aptain Herbert Merton 
Hon. 
Henry Currie 
Frederick N.S 
David (Liverpool) 
(Slivo, 
Morgan, DavidJ (Wl hamstow 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Richards, Henry Charles 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. 


Heneage 


North) 
Murray 


Flower, Ernest Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford | Walker, Col. Pig a Hall 
Galloway, William Johnson Myers, William Henry Warde, Col. 
Gardner, Ernest Nannetti, Joseph P. Webh,¢ he seth | ‘w ili: un George 


Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rHinl'ts 
Gore,HnG RC Orusby-(Salop 


Newdizate, 
Nol in, 


Greene Sir EW(B’rySEd nv’nds O'Dowd, en 
(:reene,Heury D.(Shrewsbury) | Parker, Gilbert 
Gretton, John Parvis. Robert 


Hall, Edward Marshall Ratelitl, R. | 


(11.30.) Mr. GRETTON said that in 
the absence of his hon. friend the Member 
for South Salford, he desired to move the 
Amendment standing in his name. It 
referred to the system of endorsement. 
It was the custom among brewers, dis- 
tillers, and publicans, to hold more than 


one licence; and there was some am- 
biguity in the Bill as to whether an 


entry in respect to any individual should 
apply to the whole otf the licences held 
by him, or only to the licence in respect 
of which the offence was committed. 
li he had an assurance from his 
right hon. friend the Home Secretary, 
that the entry would only apply to the 
premises in respect of which the offence 
was committed he would be prepared to 
withdraw. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 20, after the word premises 
to insert the words :—‘ (4) The entry of a con- 
viction in the register of licences, shall, in 


Francis Alexander 
Joseph (Louth, South) 


Welby,Lt..Col. A C E(Taunton 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Barrington Simeon 
and Mr. Goulding. 


cases where the ticensed person holds licences 
in respect of nore than one set of premises in 


the licensing district, he so made as to relate 
only to the premises on or in Tespect of which 
the offence was committed.’ (Ur. Gretton) 


(Juestion proy pose od, ‘* That those words 


be there inserted.” 


(Sir 


tINEY GENERAL 


Inverness Burghs) said he 


THe ATTO! 
Ropert FINLAy, 


hoped his hon. friend would not press the | 


Amendment. The entry on the register 
would be in respect of a particular 
licence; but it would be impossible to 
confine the effect of that entry to certain 
premises. Surely, if a man were guilty 
of conduct in regard to certain premises 
which showed that he was not a fit person 
to have a licence, that should be taken 
into cons sideration if he applied for 4 
licence for premises other than the 
premises in respect of which the offence 
was committed. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. HARWOOD said he desired to 
move the omission of Clause 9, though 
not in any spirit of opposition to the 
Bill. He regretted he was not able to 
raise the question in the Grand Com- 
mittee; but he now asked the Home 
Secretary to drop the clause because it 
had nothing to do with the general 
principle of the Bill. The Home Secre- 
tary had opposed a previous Amendment 
on the ground that the Bill did not deal 
with the general question of licensing, 
and that, therefore, it was outside the 
proper scope of the measure. He ac- 
knowledged it was an omnibus Bill, but 
that clause was a passenger who had no 
business on the omnibus, and _ he, there- 
iore, asked the Home Secretary to put 


him out. The question involved in the 


clause was one which dealt with the 
principle of licensing. It proposed to 
hand over grocers licences to the 


magistrates, and to make them like all 
other licences. In doing that they would 
he taking a very serious step in con- 
He 
approached the matter entirely from an 
impartial point of view. He had 
interest in the trade, did 

care two straws about grocers personally ; 


nection with the licensing question. 


no 
and not 
but he cared very much for the licensing 
question, which he considered was one of 
the greatest problems after the Educa- 
tion problem which lay before the House 
of Commons; and he objected to its being 
dealt with The Bill 
before the House was not a proper Bill 
in which to attempt a partial solution of 
Why did he call 
the 


grocers’ licences were the only licences 


piecemeal now. 


the licensing question’ 

it a partial solution? Because 
which were now carried on under the 
All the rest 
of the drink traffic had been handed over 
What was the feel- 
ing of the masses of the people about 


principles of Free Trade. 
to the magistrates. 


the licensing problem ? 
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“strongly that a great mistake had been 


made by past legislation in handing over 
that enormous monopoly, without secur- 
ing any return to the community. He 
was not speaking from the temperance 
point of view, or from the point of view 
of the trade; but he thought hon. 
Members would agree that enormous 
profits had been handed over to a limited 
number of persons. He knew of pre- 
mises which were worth £1,200, but for 
which, after the licence had been obtained, 
£4,000 asked, and within three 
months they were sold for £5,000. They 
had been very foolish in handing oversuch 
a monopoly; and he maintained that if 
the trade received State countenance, it 
was a natural corollary that the State 
should claim some of the advantage. 
That being so, how unwise it was to 


was 


hand over the one portion of the 
field of Free Trade to the magis- 
trates. If the grocers’ licences were 


handed over, they would immediately 
increase in value; high rents would be 
charged for the shops; and the conse- 
quence would be that the grocers would 
have to charge more for the liquor they 
sold. The Home Secretary now proposed 
to hand over those licences to the magis- 
trates, although both the Majority and 
Minority Reports of the Royal Commis- 
which he 


serious 


sion, on was acting, recom- 


the 


alter- 


alteration in 
Yet 
the right 

without 
stipulation, to hand over 
Free Trade that 
He was pleading only on the 


mended a 
licensing authority. without 
that 


Gentleman 


ing hon. 


authority, 

proposed, com- 
pensation or 
the only bit of now 
remained, 
broad principle of the proper handling 


The 


which the liquor monopoly was walled 


of the licensing problem. way in 


round us was simply astounding; and 
when the people of England realised that 
the monopoly meant bad liquor and dear 
liquor, they would rise up against it. 
The liquor was not half as good as it 
should be, and was not served in the 
it should be served. 


manner in which 
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Would any hon. Member venture to state 
that the present position of the licensing 
He asked the 
hold _ his 


because the particular portion of the 


question was satisfactory ? 


Home Secretary to hand, 


field which was now left might offer 
them a chance of effecting an improve- 
ment, or of trying some great principle 
of licensing. They were asked to give 
both the 


Reports, and 


that up to a body which 


Majority and Minority 
everyone who knew anything of the 
system, regarded as unsatisfactory. He 
was not a magistrate himself, but from 
his boyhood he had seen the working of 
the magisterial 


system in regard to 


licensing questions ; and he said that the 
system was unjust, and often disgraceful. 
Men were put on the Bench because 
they were teetotalers or because they 
belonged to the trade; and they were 


whipped up to support or oppose a 


licence, not on its merits, but because 
they were committed to one side or the 
other, Yet it was to such a_ tribunal, 
which was admittedly unsatisfactory, and 
which was often absurd and unjust, that 
it was proposed to hand over the re- 
maining bit of freedom in the trade they 
That was a_ serious 


had got. step. 


Why was that bit of freedom reserved 
by Mr. Gladstone? It was not an ex- 
periment ; and it was successful in doing 


what Mr. Gladstone claimed for _ it, 


namely, that it would improve the 


quality of the liquor sold in 
There 


licences, but a 


public 


houses enormously, were now 


10,000 grocers’ great 


many were merely wine’ merchants’ 


licences. The right hon. Gentleman did 
not propose to interfere with wine mer- 
chants’ licences, and he wished to remind 
the House of the absurdity of that. If 
a man sold liquor, and nothing but liquor, 
he was let off; but if, in addition, he 


Mr. Harwood. 
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sold bread, and candles, and groceries, 
he was to be fined. He wished the 
House to understand the practical work- 
ing of the proposal. It required a town 
of between 30,000 and 40,000 inhabitants 
to keep a wine merchant going. ‘There- 
fore, apart from the large towns, if the 
clause were passed, the people would be 
driven into the public houses for their 
liquor. Was it wise to compel the people 
to go to a public house when they wanted 
a bottle of wine or spirits? Mr. Glad- 
stone proposed his system because he 
said it would be a good thing if people 
were able to get liquor without having to 
go to a public house; yet it was now 
proposed by the Government that the 
people, except in the large towns, would 
be compelled to go to the public houses ; 
and even in the large towns the wine 
inerchants were merely the dependencies 
of the public houses. Again, he would 
remind his temperance friends that it 
would be better for temperance and for 
Sunday closing if people could be 
encouraged, under responsible conditions, 
to buy their liquor in bottle. There was 
no licensing arrangement which in forty 
years had produced so few scandals as 
the grocers’ licences. There might bea 
case of abuse here and there, but was 
there any licensing arrangement which 
had worked so well during forty years. 
He, therefore, asked the Home Secretary 
to hesitate before he took that step. 
They should also consider the great 
difficulty of adding 10,000 more licences, 
all of which would probably have to be 
compensated in the ultimate settlement, 
which would be sought, not in popular 
veto, but in popular control. Why had 
the Home Secretary not seized upon the 
30,000 beer licences which were granted 


before 1830. He dropped them because 


_ he found they were a monopoly, and 
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that they would be extremely difficult 
to handle. He had no party feeling 
in the matter. He had no feeling for or 
against drink; but he felt it was a very 
grave problem, and that the House 
should be left as free a hand as possible. 
He, therefore, appealed to hon. Members 
to support the omission to the clause 
which was a stranger and an alien. 
Nothing else in the Bill would be affected, 
If these 
over to the 


and no harm would be done. 
handed 
the control of the House 


licences were 
magistrates 
over them would be gone, and could 
only be recovered after serious difficulty 
and at enormous expense. He earnestly 
begged the Home Secretary to consider 


the question of withdrawing the elause. 


Amendment proposed :— 
“In page 4, line 21, leave out Clause 9.°— 


(Mr. Harwood.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
of the Clause to the end of line 25 stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR 
Scotland) said he desired to strongly 


(Liverpool, 
support the Amendment. He was 
quite unable to understand why the 
Home Secretary had brought the 
into the Bill. As_ his 


friend had just 


clause hon. 
said, it was an 
alien, and, certainly, not calculated 
to facilitate the progress of the measure. 


He did not know of any question re- 


garding which more ridiculous proposals 


were made, or on which such profound 


ignorance of the impulses and springs of 


human action prevailed than on the 


question of the liquor traffic. He 
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ness. It kept people trom the public 
house, and, at the same time, gave them 
that supply of drink ‘to which they 
were quite entitled, if they desired it. 
Under the Bill wholesale wine merchants 
merchants 


and wholesale spirit were 


practically excluded from all control 
except that of the Inland Revenue. He 


His hon. 
friend the Member for the Spen Valley 


thought that was quite mght. 


Division proposed that the wholesale wine 
and spirit merchants should besubjected to 
What would 
Any person who wanted to 


the control of the justices. 
happen ? 
order a dozen bottles of champagne 
from his ‘amily merchant might one 
day find that that merchant had been 
disestablished and disendowed by some 
That 


was a perfectly absurd proposal. The 


chance meeting of magistrates. 


wholesale wine merchant was the wine 
merchant of therich, the grocer was the 
wine merchant of the poor ; and, there- 
fore, the clause had the worst of all 
stigmas because it was class legislation. 
It did not interfere with the wholesale 
wine merchant, but did interfere with 
the grocer who sold a single bottle of 
spirits or wine to households in the 
lower middle class in the country. That 
was a temperate class. It was* more 
temperate than the very poor, and more 
temperate than the rich. It was a class 
moderate in its demands, and decent and 
sober in its habits; yet it was that class 
that was going to be attacked. He had 
examined the question of drunkenness 


as a philosopher. [An Hon. MemBer 


_laughed.| He did not know whether his 


hon. friend meant that he was speaking 
He did not 


profess to speak as an expert; but he 


as an expert on the subject. 


waintained that the grocers’ licence was | had examined the question apart from 


a great preservative against drunken- | the shibboleths of Party polities, and the 
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idea that the habits of the people could be 
changed in a day, or a year, or a genera- 
tion, by coercive means. His opinion 
was that a great deal of drunkenness was 


Men 
public house; one man 


the result of false good fellowship. 
went into a 
stood a drink, and it was considered a 
part of good fellowship, decent feeling, 
and even good manners that his friends 
should return the compliment. There- 


fore, people in a public house were 
subjected, not merely to the temptation 
of an appetite for drink, but to the more 
subtle temptation of false good fellowship. 
All that could be avoided by the grocer’s 
licence. A man who wanted liquor got 
it in either of two ways. He got it 


either from the public house (though 


it was not as good there as at the 
grocer’s or at the grocer’s. If a 


man went into a public house he was 
liable to and if he stopped 
he liable to 


taking more drink than he cared for. 


stop, 
would be lapse into 
If he went to the grocer’s, he could bring 
home his bottle of whisky and drink it 
with his wife. [An Hon. Memper: Oh !] 
He did not see any harm in a man 
taking a drop of whisky with his wife. 
He would prefer him to take it with his 
He 


took as much as he wanted under the 


wife than with any other lady. 
supervision of the domestic deities, and 
much as he 
the 


was less liable to take as 
would in a public house. One of 
reasons given for interfering with grocers’ 
licences was that they increased drunken- 
women. ‘There were, of 


ness among 


course, women who got liquor in 
grocers. shops which appeared as tea ; 
but there were also women who drank 
chloral at chemists’,and women who got 
drunk at confectioners’, where they went 
to purchase jam tarts and oyster patties. 
The fact was, that a woman who had a 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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craving for drink would get it no matter 
what obstacles were placed in her way. 


It being midnight, further proceed- 
ing on consideration, as amended (by 
the Standing Committee) 
journed till Thursday. 


stood ad 


LABOUR BUREAUX (LONDON) BILL 
COMMITTEE. 
Order for Committee read. Objection 


being taken. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
hoped the hon. 
draw his objection as the Bill had the 


Member would with- 


approval of the Government, and was 
entirely non-contentious. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) said he too hoped that the hon. 
Member's objection would not be persisted 
in. The Bill was not a Party measure. 

Bill considered in Committee and 
reported ; as amended, to be considered 


upon Tuesday next. 


MEAT MARKING (IRELAND) BILL. 


Order for Committee Read, and dis- F 


charged :— Bill Committed to theStanding 


Committee on Trade, Xe. 


ICE CREAM SHOPS (SCOTLAND) 
(No. 2) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed fo1 


Thursday. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES (IRELAND) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed fot 


Tomorrow. 


Adjourned at ten minutes alter 
Twelve o'clock. 
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953 Returns, 
HOUSE OF 





COMMONS 


Wednesday, 18th June, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL, 


: LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
: ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


As amended, considered ; 
$ the third time Tomorrow. 


Ny 


to be read 


* OYSTE R AND MUSSEL FISHERY PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 
: Reported, without Amendment { Pro- 
‘ visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
‘ lie upon the Table. 


Bill to 


> morrow. 


be read the third time To- 


* NORTH AND SOUTH SHIELDS ELEC- 


TRIC RAILWAY BILL [Lorps], 
TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM. 
ROADS BILL [Lorps], 


 NORTHU MBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [Loxps], 

NEWCASTLE 

TION 


-UPON-TYNE CORPORA. 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps.] 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
f to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 








PETITIONS 


F EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
B 


31 LL. 


Petitions against : er Norland ; 
‘ Hunslet ; Cricklew ood ; Leeds; Cawston; 
Dewsbury ; and Forfi arshire ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND 

BILL. 

Petitions for alteration: From 
brooke and Glaston; and Leeds; 
upon the ‘Table, 


AND WALES) 


Bis- 


to lie 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour ; 
and Govan; 
VOL. CLIX. 


from Glasgow 
to lie upon the Table. 


[FouRTH SERIEs. | 
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Reports, &e. 
FINANCE BILL. 
Petition from Forfarshire, for altera- 


tion; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 


Petition from Wandsworth, in fav our; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Crawley, 
lie upon the Table. 


in favour; to 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


DOGS REGULATION (IRELAND) ACT 


1865. 
Paper [presented 17th June] to be 
printed. [No. 223.] 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 
Paper [presented 6th 
printed. [No. 224.] 


June] to be 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(FRUIT PRESERVING). 

Copy presented, of Order, dated 17th 
June, 1902, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department in 
pursuance of Sections 41 and 58 of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, pre- 
scribing conditions to be observed in 
Factories and Workshops in which women 
and young persons are employed in the 
process of cleaning and preparing |ruit 
in pursuance of the special exception 
allowed by Section 41 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


NAVY (HYDROGRAPHER’S REPORT). 

Copy presented, of Report on Admir- 
alty Surveys for the year 1901 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
TECHNICAL EDUCATION (APPLICA- 


TION OF FUNDS BY LOCAL AUTHOR- 
TITLES). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd August, 1901; Sir John 


Gorst] ; 
printed. 


to lie upon the Table, and to be 
[No. 225.] 

TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 

Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 


the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 
of the Act, for the County of Oxford 


(Seventh Minute), dated 14th May, 1902 
[by Act]; 


2L 


to lie upon the Table. 
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EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). | Income Tax on Easter Offerings. 
Copy presented, of Twenty-nipth| Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: To ask 
Annual Report by the Accountant for | Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
Scotland to the Scotch Education De-| will state whether the Inland Revenue 


partment [by Command]; to lie upon | have decided that the voluntary gifts 


the Table. |made by parishioners to incumbents, 
known as Easter offerings, are assess. 

— oveneemeiiie auis . \¢ a fi i > tax ses 

ARMY (VOLUNTEER CORPS). ible for income tax purposes. 


Copy presented, of Annual Return of 
the Volunteer Corps of Great Britain for 
the year 1901 [by Command]; to lie 


(Answer.) Yes.—(Treasury.) 


| Coronation Westminster F ridge District 





upon the Table. Railway Station. 
Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
PORT OF LONDON. Hallam): To ask the Secretary of State 


Copy presented, of Report of the | for the Home Department up to what 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire | hour the district railway will be per- 
into the Administration of the Port of | mitted to set down passengers at their 
London, with Minutes of Evidence and | Westminster Bridge Station on 26th 
Appendices [by Command] ; to lie upon | 49d 27th June. 
the Table. 





(duswer.) No restriction is contem- 


the hours during which the district 
railway will be permitted to set down 
passengers at Westminster Bridge on 
|the 26th and 27th June. (//ome Uyjice.) 


Copies presented, of Diplomatie and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2824 and 2825 [by Command]: to lie 
upon the Table. 


| 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | plated, so far as the police are aware, of 


| 
| Coronation—Bank Holiday Extension 
Proclamation. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWELS. | Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To 
| 


CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department whether, in view of the 
: |fact that His Majesty the King, by 
Coal Duty South Wales Exports. —_- Royal proclamation, commands the 26th 
Sin HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | and 27th of June to be observed as bank 
Central): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the | holidays and as public holidays, the pro- 
Exchequer whether he can inform the | clamation refers not only to bankers and 
House of the quantity of dutiable coai| public offices, but also to tradesmen and 
shipped from South Wales ports since | shopkeepers, and other business places. 
the export duty was imposed, and what | —— . ; 
proportion thereof escaped the duty on | (- ses rain - proclamation referred 
to was issued under the provisions of 


the ground that it was small coal ; and | : e ‘ 
whether this proportion of small coal | the Bank Holidays Act, 1871, the Bank 


shipped is in excess of previous years. 


!Customs Consolidation Act. 1876, and 


(A nswer.) The total quantity of duti- | Act, 1880, and its mandatory force does 
able coal shipped from South W ales ports | not extend to shops and other places of § 
from the 19th April, 1901 to the 31st}! pusiness not included in the provisions 
March, 1902 was 18,687,105 tons. | of those statutes. (ome Office.) 

Small coal, as such, is not exempt fron: | . 
duty, but the amount of coal not exceed- | Zamhbesi Closing by Portuguese Govern: 


ing 6s. per ton in value f. 0. b., and| ment of Industrial Mission Schools, 

entitled to remission on that account,| Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
was 314,613 tons. This figureisincluded| N.): To ask the Under Secretary of 
in the total given above. I have no|State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
information as to the quantity of such | action of the agents of the Portuguese 
coal exported in previous years. (7'reasury.) | Government in closing the schools of the 





| Holidays Extension Act, 1875, the J 


'the Revenue Offices (Scotland) Holidays § 


— 


— 





are 
(x 
th 
to 
On 


To 
wh 
th 
she 
hat 
he 
the 


are 
the 
for 
dir 
for 
thi 
to 

in 

rec 
she 
fus 
the 
eX] 
Th 


nul 


Cs 


All 


we 
Sta 


to 
me 
in 
ren 
ally 





isk 

he 
ue 
ifts 
its, 
2gS- 


‘ict 


ald, 
ate 
hat 
er- 
leir 
bth 


em- 
, of 
rict 
wn 

on 
ice.) 


n 


To 
ome 
the 

by 
6th 
ank 
pro- 
and 
and 


‘De 


rred 
3s of 
ank 

the 
and 
Jays 
does 
3 of 
jons 


rern- 
ls, 
folk, 
> of 
the 
ese 
the 














957 (Questions. 


Zambesi Industrial Mission which, under 
the award of the Boundary Commissioners, 
have fallen within Portuguese territory, 
is in accordance with Article X. of the 
Anglo-Portuguese Treaty of 1891, under 
which, in all territories in East and 
Central Africa belonging to or under the 
influence of either power, missionaries of 
both counties are guaranteed full protec- 
tion and religious toleration and freedom 
for all forms of Divine worship and 
religious teaching. 


(Answer) His Majesty’s Government 
are in communication with the Portuguese 
Government in regard to the action of 
the agents of the Portuguese Government 
to which reference is made.—(/oreiqn 
fire.) 


Lyddite Shells. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the character of a number of lyddite 
shells recently used by the howitzer 
batteries on Salisbury Plain ; and whether 
he will cause an inquiry to be made into 
the matter. 


(4tnswer.) The lyddite shells in question 
are quite correct. The fuses used with 
them at the practice are designed primarily 
for use against ships, for action on 
direct impact, and are very satisfactory 
for this purpose. Owing to doubt as to 
the complete safety of the fuses designed 
to burst on graze, which have been used 
in South Africa, the Ordnance Cominittee 
recommended that their use at practice 
should cease and that the direct impact 
fuses should be used at practice pending 
the approaching completion of — their 
experiments with an improved graze fuse. 
This reconmendation acted on at 
Salisbury, but the fuses failed, in a large 
nunber of instances, to aet on graze. 
(Wai Office ) 


Was 


Allowance to Reservists remaining in 
South Africa. 

Sin BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, inasmuch as the 
Secretary of State for War has promised 
to consider the proposal to allow those 
members of the reserve forces at present 
in South Africa, who are willing to 


remain out there, a free passage home at 
any time they like within three years, 
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but said that he could only grant the 
usual reservists allowance, whether the 
Colonial Office will make up the difference 
so that the reservists shall receive, at 
least, 10s. per week during the time they 
remain in South Africa, and can similar 
arrangements be made with regard to 
officers. 


(.dnswer.) The Colonial Office have no 
funds at their disposal for such a purpose, 
but it is believed that there will be 
sufficient opportunities for those who 


remain to earn good wages at their 
trades. (Colonwl Office.) 


Answers to Questions. 

Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if arrangements can be made 
by which the answer to an unstarred 
Question shall be communicated to the 
Member asking the Question within an 
hour after the sitting of the House on 
the day of which the Question is asked. 


(Ansuvr.) | fear the suggestion of my 
hon. and learned friend, viz., than an 
Answer to an unstarred Question should 
be communicated to the Member asking 
it within an hour after the sitting of 
the House on the day on which the 
question is asked, would prove extremely 
inconvenient to the Government Depart- 
ments, without giving any important 
advantage to the questioner. If the 
written reply reaches the questioner 
in time for the reply to be printed and 
published with the Votes the follow- 
ing day, it would seem that the new 
order as to questions is amply satisfied. 
There may be rare when 
this degree of expedition cannot be 
attained, though doubtless the Minister 
would take care to inform the questioner 
of such unavoidable delay. (7reusury.) 


Cases 


even 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa—Transvaal Gold Mines 
Taxation. 

Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Kskdale): 1 beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether it is the intention of His 
Majesty’s Government, at an early date, 


2L2 
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to lay upon the Table acopy of the 
Proclamation recently issued at Pretoria 
imposing a 10 per cent. tax on the 
profits of the gold mines; and, whether 
such tax will be increased as soon as the 
gold industry in the Transvaal has had 
time to recuperate. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I have not yet received 
the text of the Proclamation, but will lay 
it after it hasreached me. The question 
of taxation in the Transvaal involves a 
number of complicated problems and I 
am not prepared to make any statement 
at present. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Was not the proposal to impose 
fresh taxation on the mines one of the 
causes of the war? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. WILLIAM Ask 


Kruger. 


REDMOND : 


Jameson Raid—Chartered Company’s 
Position. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether any steps have 
been taken to fix the sum due to the 
British Government, as successor to the 
Government of the South African 
Republic, in payment of the idemnity 
of the Jameson Raid which he stated 
that he was willing to submit to arbitra- 
tion; and, if he will state what steps 
he proposes to take with regard to his 
statement in his despatch to Lord 
Rosmead, dated 10th April, 1897, that 
the British South Africa Company would 
have to make compensation for the 
Jameson Raid. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have to 
refer the hon. Member to the answer 
which I returned to a similar question 
on the Ist of April last year.7 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: And a very 


foolish answer it was. 
* Mr SPEAKER: Order, order! 


+ See (4) Debates, xcii., 329. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Oh! the 
right hon. Gentleman laid emphasis on 
the Ist April! 


Rhodesia—Threatened Native Rising in 
1900—Chartered Company and Imperial 
Government. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether, on 
28th February, 1900, he received from 
the Chartered Company a copy of a 
letter sent by this Company on the same 
day to the War Office, in which an 
appeal was made to His Majesty's 
Government to send an armed force to 
the aid of the Company owing to an 
expected rising of the natives in Rho- 
desia; whether he will state the date 
in 1900 when His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment first sent troops to Rhodesia; and 
whether he has any information of the 
causes which compelled this Company 
to again appeal in 1900 for armed 
assistance from His Majesty's Govern- 
ment to enable them to prevent the 
native population from rising. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Theanswer 
is in the affirmative. The first troops 
reached Beira in April, 1900. The 
original and main object of sending the 
troops was to defend Rhodesia in the 
event of the Boers trekking to the 
north and invading the country, and not 
for internal defence. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman tell me the reason why, when 
I last asked this Question, he gave me 
an answer in the negative ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have not 
the least objection to replying to the hon. 
Member. The Question last week was 
quite a different Question. He then 
asked me for the particulars of a recent 
appeal by the Company for assistance 
from the Government. I had no con- 
ception that in talking of a recent appeal 
he had any intention of alluding toa 
thing that was disposed of two anda 
half years ago. 


Mr. MARKHAM: My Question con- 
tained no word relating to a recent 
rising. 


t Refer to page 502 of this volume. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: It is contrary to the 
Rules of the House, when a Question 
has been asked and answered, to proceed 
to ask another Question referring to a 
previous answer. 


Government Payments to the Chartered 
Company. 

Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will state the total sum of money paid 
by His Majesty’s Government to the 
Chartered Company during the war; 
and whether he will lay upon the Table 
of the House all accounts which have 
been incurred by this Company and 
discharged by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, in particular the payments made 
for the purchase of horses in Hungary 
and Texas, as also a statement of the 
rates paid by this Company to Messrs. 
Houlder Brothers for the transport of 
horses from Hungary to South Africa ; 
and whether he will state the reason 
why His Majesty’s Government allowed 


this Company to compete in the same: 


market with themselves, when they had, 
by the Agreement made with this Com- 
pany on 11th January, 1900, under- 
taken to pay all accounts incurred by 
the said Company. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I could not undertake at present 
to prepure the very elaborate return of 
figures which the hon. Member requires. 
As the Government were not at the 
time in a position to equip the force in 
question, the Chartered Company had to 
make the purchases for itself. 


Mr. MARKHAM: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered the last 
paragraph of my Question, as to why 
the Government allowed this Company 
to compete in the same market. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is impossible to 
deal with this matter by way of Question 
and answer. 

Mr. MARKHAM: Will the Agree- 
ment made with the Chartered Com- 
pany be laid upon the Table? The 
House knows nothing about this Agree- 
ment whatever. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I think there is no 
necessity 


Papers. 


for giving these particular 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the 
Chairman of the Chartered Company a 
brother of two Cabinet Ministers ¢ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Irish Militia and the Coronation. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that when the 
Irish Militia battalions now training at 
Aldershot were called upon to assemble 
it was represented to all ranks by public 
notices that they would be on duty at 
the Coronation; that thereby an increase 
in recruiting was caused; and, seeing 
that the recent order limiting the 
number which is to proceed to London 
from each regiment to 150 has created 
disappointment, whether he will order 
the Irish Militia regiments to attend in 
their full available strength. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I regret that these 
Irish Militia battalions should be  dis- 
appointed, but the space available only 
admits of an average of 150 trom each 
regiment of Militia. [ must point out that 
the circular letter referred only to the 
importance of regiments being available 
if required tor the Coronation ceremonies. 
It was a general letter, and was not 
confined to lrish regiments. 


Communication between Prime Minister 
and Mr. Kruger during the War. 


Mr. MARKHAM: 


I beg to ask the 


Under Secretary of State tor Foreign 
Affairs whether the Prime Minister, 


during the war, received any cables from 
Mr. Kruger which have not yet been laid 
upon the Table of the House. 


Tue UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): The Foreign Office 
have nothing to do with the Transvaal, 
and the question should have been 
addressed to the Colonial Office. I am 
afraid the necessary communications 
have not taken place between the two 
Departments, and perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman will be good enough to post- 
pone the Question. 


Naval Machinery Breakdowns. 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
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Admiralty whether he will state the 
nature of the breakdown of the 
machinery of His Majesty’s first-class 
cruiser “* Drake,” when on trial on the 
14th instant, and if the repairing of 
these breakdowns is borne by the 
contractors or the Government ; also, 
what is the nature of the repairs now 
being done to H.M.S. * Russell,” and 
when will she be ready for her full-speed 
trials: and what is the nature of the 
repairs now being carried out on His 
Majesty's first-class cruisers ‘“ Sutlej” 
and “ Spartiate.” 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-FoRSTER, Belfast, 
W.): During the thirty hours trial of 
the ‘ Drake” a crack was discovered in 
the wallof one of the steam ports on 
the port intermediate cylinder, and a 
second crack was found in the same 


eylinder on completion of the trial. 
Repairs are being effected by the 
contractors at their own cost. They 


will be completed at an early date, and 
no injury to the efficiency of the ship is 
anticipated. A portion of the white 
metal in the crank main and _ thrust 
bearings of the ** Russell,” on examina- 
tion after the contractors’ full-power 
trials, was found to be detective. The 
metal is being renewed. The “Spar- 
tiate ” has been fitted with new eccentric 
straps, lined with white metal, and the 
vessel is now practically ready to resume 


her trials. Certain of the crank and 
main bearings of the “Sutlej,” which 


became heated on her recent trial, have 
re-lined with white metal. 
The work is completed, and the vessel 
will run her commissioning trials today. 


also been 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Was not the 
eracking of the cylinders due to the 
priming of the boilers ! 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 


degree whatever. 


In 


no 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Then why 
did it not happen before they went on 
their trials 4 


[No answer was returned. | 


Boiler Committee's Report. 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
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what is the nature of the perusal of the 
30iler Committee’s Report required by 
the Admiralty before printing it for issue 
to Members of Parliament ; further, if 
in such perusal the findings of the 
Committee are subject to any modifica- 
tion by the Admiralty officials. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In reply 
to the first part of the hon. Member’s 
Question, | have nothing to add to the 
reply | gave him onthe 16th instant.7 
The insinuation contained in the last 
paragraph of the Question is entirely 
unwarranted, and requires no reply. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): May I ask whether the Report has 
been before the Admiralty for three 
weeks, and in what way will the public 
service be prejudiced by publication. Is 
the hon. Gentleman now in a position to 
give an undertaking to publish the 
Report before the next stage of Vote 8, 


and before Vote 12 is taken ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I can 
assure the hon. Gentleman that, as soon 
as the Report has been examined, it will 
be at once circulated. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Why 
not now ! 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Is it the 
case that this Report is at the present 
moment lying at the Admiralty ready tor 
delivery ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir, it 
is not. 


Coronation Naval Review —Accommoda- 
tion for Members. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : I 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether arrangements canbe 
made for a restaurant car to be attached 
to the special train !eaving Waterloo at 
7.50 a.m. for the Naval Review on the 
28h instant, to enable Members and 
their friends to obtain light refreshments, 
considering the very early hour at which 
they will be obliged to leave their 
homes. 





| See page 698. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am 
afraid it is impracticable to make such 
an atrangement as that suggested by 
the right hon. Gentleman, but breakfast 
will be provided on board the vessels on 
the arrival of Members at Southampton. 


Madras Workhouse. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): L beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will state 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that the Government work- 
house at Madras is located within the 
precincts of the Presideney gaol; will 
he state how many inmates of the said 
workhouse have absconded during each 
of the last three years; in what other 
places in India the workhouse is within 
the gaol precincts; and whether the 
Government will take steps clearly to 
separate the unfortunate from the 
criminal class of the population in 


India. 


THe SECRETARY oF STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The Government workhouse at 
Madras, which is intended for the 
reception of persons of European extrac- 
tion judicially declared to be vagrants 
under the European Vagrancy <Aet, 
1874, was removed to the Penitentiary in 
December, 1900. I have no informa- 
tion as to the number of vagrants who 
have abseconded from the workhouse 
during the past three years. I believe 
that at Bombay also the workhouse is 
located within the Government Peni- 
tentiary ; at other provincial capitals, so 
far as I am aware, the workhouse 
is separate from the gaol. I propose to 
address the Government of India on the 
subject. 


Duty on Offals. 

Sin EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.): | beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer if he will state what 
amount he estimates will be received from 
the 14d. duty upon offals which are feed- 
ing stuffs; and what does he estimate 
will be the eost of the collection of this 
duty. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BEacn, Bris- 
tol, W.): The quantity of offals imported 
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during the year ended 31st March last 
has been estimated at 3,050,000 ewts. 
Practically the whole of this may be 
taken to have been feeding stuffs, which, 
at the rate of 1jd. per ewt. would have 
produced a revenue of £19,062. I do 
not expect that the cost of collecting the 
whole Corn Duty will exceed 1 per cent. 
but [do not think there would be any 
practical saving by omitting offals. 


Metropolitan Police—Rent-aid 
Allowances. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg toask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether, seeing that 
the cost of granting the rent-aid allowance 
to the married censtables of the Metro 
politan police residing outside the Metro- 
politan boroughs would entail a charge 
of only £10,000 a year, or about one- 
tenth of a farthing on the rates, he will 
re-consider his decision with reference to 
this matter. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


RitcHie, Croydon): No, Sir. 


North Eastern Railway—Station Accom- 
modation at Westwood. 

Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention has 
been called tothe inconveniencearising from 
there being no station at or near West- 
wood onthe Consett Branch of the North- 
Eastern Railway, and whether he will 
make representations to the railway 
company with the view of inducing them 
to provide for the requirements of the 
district by erecting a station at West- 
wood. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): This matter has been before 
the Board of Trade upon a proposal by 
the railway company concerned to pro- 
vide uncovered platforms at Westwood, 
and to make it a stopping-place ; and I 
have heard further from the company in 
consequence of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman’s Question. The Board, on 
the advice of their inspecting officers, 
intimated to the railway company that 
if such a station were to be for the use of 
the general public, the ordinary require- 
ments, which are not onerous, must be 
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complied with. For instance, some shelter 
from the weather, and some conveniences 
for the comfort of passengers should be 
supplied. The railway company appear 
to have been unwilling to incur the addi- 
tional expense so involved, and did not 
further proceed with their proposal. The 
Board have no power to compel a railway 
company to increase their station accom- 
modation. 


Transfers in the London Postal Service. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether officers in the Post 
Office, transferring from one district in 
London to another, lose their seniority 
in the same way as when transferring 
from one town to another. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 


LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): <A large 
portion of the officers of the London 


postal service are on combined establish- 
ments and do not lose their seniority on 
transfer from one district to another. 
In the case, however, of officers who are 
borne on separate seniority lists and have 
not been placed on amalgamated estab- 


lishments, they are required, when 
transferred for their own convenience 
from one district to another, to take 


their place below the officers on the class 


to which transferred who were ap- 
pointed before the amalgamation. 


Othicers attached to the eastern central 
district are on classes distinct from those 
in the other Metropolitan districts for 
promotion purposes, except as regards 
the counter and telegraph officers ap- 
pointed since 1889, and would lose senior- 
ity if transferred to a Metropolitan 
district. 


Coronation Holidays for Postal Officials. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
officers on annual leave at the time of 
the Coronation will be entitled to two 
days extra leave at some future time, in 
lieu of the Coronation holidays; and 
will officers who perform six or more 
hours duty on these days be allowed the 
usual privilege of two days off at a sub- 
sequent period in consideration of pay- 
ment for time worked. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In 
view of the inconvenience which would 
arise from any alteration of the annual 
leave arrangements, the Postmaster 
General has thought it better to give 
two days pay to telegraphists, sorters, 
sorting clerks and _ telegraphists, ete., 
who are on annual leave on the 26th and 
27th instant, in lieu of any further leave 
and the officers of those classes who are 
required to be on duty will also receive 
extra pay in lieu of time off. 


Coronation Processions—Members Stands. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether, in 
order to provide against the incon- 
venience caused by a downpour of rain 
on the 26th and 27th inst., he will have 
the stands to be occupied by Mem- 
bers of Parliament and their friends 
roofed and made waterproof. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. AKers DouGLas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s): I am afraid it is impossible 
to carry out the hon. Gentleman’s sug- 
gestion. May I take this opportunity 
of stating that the condition hitherto 
applied that Members’ personal tickets 
for the stands are not transferable has 
been withdrawn. Such tickets are now 
transferable without further payment. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Is it not the 
fact that at the Jubilee in the 
stands were covered, and Members had 
to pay nothing for their seats ? 


LSS7 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : No, 
the hon. Member is entirely misinformed. 
The stands were not roofed, not so many 
tickets were issued, and hon. Members 
had to pay 12s. 6d. each. 


Sir, 


Mr ALFRED DAVIES: If the Mem- 
bers and their friends suffer any incon- 
venience, | shall move to reduce the 
salary of the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I have 
before pointed out it is no part of my 
official duty to make these arrangements. 


Rating of Machinery in Scotland. 
Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
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1902, of the Valuation Appeal Court, 
in the case of the Assessor for Dundee 
. Carmichael and Company, Limited, 
altered the practice which has prevailed 
in Scotland since 1854 in regard to the 
valuation of machinery fixed or attached 
to any lands or heritages; and whether, 
in order to prevent the establishment 
of a new practice of rating consequent 
on this decision, the Government will 
introduce a short measure for the pur- 
nse of making the law in Scotland, in 
respect of the valuation of machinery, 
yhat it has been in actual practice up to 
the dite of the decision referred to. 








Tuk SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr Dickson, Glas- 
sw, Bridgton): The answer to the 
frst paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The Secretary for Scotland regrets that 
there should be a disturbance of the 
practical view which has been acted on 
inSeotland for many years. He eannot 
undertake to introduce legislation on 
the subject, but in the event of a Bill 
which had the effect of restoring the 
ld practice being introduced and com- 
mending itself to the Scottish Members, 
it would have the sympathy of the 
fovernmnent. 


Irish Land Bill. 
The tollowing Question was on the 
Paper, but the hon. Member was not 
in his place to put it. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
fo ask the Chief Secretary to the 
lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he would 





consider the advisability of referring the 
M@ land Purchase Acts (Ireland) Amend- 


ment Bill to a Select Committee of 
Meghty Members, two-thirds of whom 
@ shall be selected from amongst the Lrish 
i Members of the House of Commons. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
In common fairness to the right hon. 
entleman and to my colleagues, I 
ught to state that the Question does 
hot represent the views of the Jrish 
‘arty. Our opinion is that if this Bill 
omes up for discussion ample and 
adequate time should be given for 
debating it in the House itself. 







{18 JUNE 1902} 


the decision, given on the 15th March, | 


'the public service on 30th April last, 
| 
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Liscannor Harbour. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state whether the Government pro- 
pose to do anything to improve the 
condition of Liseannor Harbour, County 
Clare. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
hon. Member was not in his place 
when I stated on the 24th April, and 
again on the 8th May, that I was pre- 
paring legislation which, if passed, will 
enable the Government to consider the 
claims of Liscannor and other fishery 
harbours. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: When 
are we likely to have the Government 
proposals t 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope one day 


next week. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: And I 
suppose adequate time will be given for 
discussing them ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is a question in 
which I take great interest, and I will 
do my best to persuade my right hon. 
friend to afford facilities for debate. 


Age Regulations in the Irish Civil 
Service. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a man named Stubbs, 
recently employed by the Board of 
Works as an overseer at the vice regal 
lodge, Phoenix Park, has been retired on 
pension; will he state on what grounds 
Stubbs was retired ; whether his retire- 
ment was compulsory, and, if so, on 
what grounds; what was his salary; 
how long was hein the service of the 
Irish Board of Works; and how much 
has he received as pension or retiring 
allowance. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Perhaps the hon. Member will allow me 
to answer this. Yes, Sir. Stubbs was 
compulsorily retired in the interests of 
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when he was nearly sixty-five years of 
age. His salary had been £130 per 
annum (besides emoluments equivalent 
to £28 17s. 2d. per annum) and his 
length of service forty-two-and-a-half 
years. He has been awarded a retiring 
allowance of £105 18s. 1d. the maximum 
for which he is qualified under the 
Superannuation Acts. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: ‘Was 
Stubbs retired solely because he was 
sixty-five years of age ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
I speak subject to correction, but I think 
he would have retired under any cir- 
cumstances at sixty-five years of age. 
It was thought to be in the interest of 
the public service that he should be 
retired. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: But was 
he compulsorily retired because of any 
fault in the discharge of his duty ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
That is a kind of question rather 
difficult to answer. | do not wish to 
east any reflection on this man as to the 
discharge of his duties, but the hon. 
Member will see that at his age he was 
probably unable to continue to discharge 
them efficiently. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I will put 


another Question down. 


Technical Instruction in Ireland —Equiva- 
lent Grant. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the fact 
that in December, 1900, a memorandum 
was issued by the Department of 
Agriculture and ‘Technical Instruction 
informing the County Councils of Ireland 
that wherever a rate was raised for 
technical instruction an equivalent grant 
under the Acts of 1889 and 1891 would 
be available, in addition to the share 
coming to the county under the Act of 
1899: whether he is aware that rates 
were struck on the faith of that under- 
taking, and that the Department now 
refuses to give the equivalent grant 
under the Acts of 1889 and 1891 except 


{COMMONS} 





(Juestions. 


to a limited number of districts ; whether 
he will state why the Department have 
departed from the terms of their 
memorandum in this respect, and will he 
publish any correspondence which has 
passed between the Department and the 
Treasury on this subject. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are 
generally as stated in the Question, 
When the circular of December, 1900, 
was issued, the Department believed that 
the grants formerly paid under the 
Acts of 1889 and 1891 (the administra- 
tion of which had been transferred to it) 
would continue to be available on the 


same conditions as previously. The 
Department has since been advised, 
however, that there is some doubt 


whether this is so, and the point is now 
engaging consideration. It is not 
proposed to publish the correspondence 
that has passed, and is still proceeding, 
between the Treasury and the Depart- 
ment on the subject. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give us some pledge that 
this correspondence shall be made public ? 
May I ask whether, in view of the fact 
that the ratepayers have been induced 
by an unconditional promise to levy a 
rate, and that that promise has now been 
broken, the right hon. Gentleman will 
give the Irish public the reasons tor 
breaking the promise ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The point is one 
which deserves attention, and I hope 
shortly to make an exhaustive answer. 


Labourers’ Cottages in Nenagh Union, 
Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.): 


I beg to ask the Chief See etary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he is aware that at the Local 


Government inquiry held at Nenagh, 
North Tipperary, on the 15th April, with 
regard to the guardians’ proposed scheme 
for additional labourers’ cottages m 
Nenagh Union, the application for four 
labourers, namely J. Duff, J. Creamer, 
J. Starr, and J. McCarthy, from the 
districts of Portroe and Castletown, were 
refused on the ground that they were 
working at the slate quarries: and 
seeing that the evidence of the district 
councillors for the divisions showed that 


972 





73 


thes 
mu 
ig 
pel 
dur 
wer 
he 
thei 
hou 
Act 


ingl 


Loe: 
Cou 
me! 
othe 
The 


Boa 


defe 
com 


was 


La 

Mi 
to ai 
Liet 
tion 
una 
Cou 
Acts 
all ¢ 
inr 
labo 
to g 
Bill 


the : 


M 
whic 
1: di 
have 
hon. 
Bill 
whic 
furt! 
requ 

M 
Gen 
shor 
he p 

M 


emb 





972 


ther 
have 
heir 
ll he 

has 
| the 


are 
tion. 
900, 
that 
the 
stra- 
0 it) 
the 
ihe 
ised, 
oubt 
now 
not 
lence 
ling, 
part- 


hon. 
that 
blic / 
fact 
‘uced 
vy & 
been 
will 
; for 


; one 


hope 


er. 


on, 

N.): 
etary 
eland 
Local 
1agh, 
with 
heme 
s in 
four 
mer, 
. the 
were 
were 
and 
strict 
| that 










Se cae 










973 (Questions. 
these men were hon fide labourers, inas- 
guch as they worked for the neighbour- 
ing farmers during the harvest season, 
ying obliged to work in the quarries 
during other slack times, and that they 
vere at present living in hovels, whether 
je will take steps to have these men and 
their families provided with proper 
houses and the plots of land under the 
Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The result of the 
inquiry in connection with this scheme 
js about to be communicated by the 
Local Government Board to the District 
Council. The applications of the four 
men named are disallowed on grounds 
other than that alleged in the Question. 
These grounds will be set out in the 
Board’s communication to the Council. 
and | would ask the hon. Member to 
defer any further question until the 
communication has been made. 


Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN: This inquiry 
was held more than two months ago. 


Labourers’ (Ireland) Acts Amendment. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid.) : I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to a resolution 
unanimously passed by the Cork County 
Council, demanding that the Labourers’ 
Acts should be amended so as to include 
all classes of labourers and artisans living 
inrural districts as well as agricultural 
labourers: and whether he proposes 
to give effect to this resolution in the 


Bill whieh he is about to introduce on 
the subject. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The extent to 


which the Government is prepared to go 
i'disclosed by an Amendment which I 
have put on the Paper to the Bill of the 
hon. Member for South Louth. If this 
Bill becomes law, with the Amendments 
which I have put down, I do no: think 
lurther legislation on the subject will be 
required. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman promised to introduce a Bill 
shortly after Whitsuntide. When does 
he propose to do so ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Our 
embodied in my Amendment. 


views 
If it is 
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accepted, it would not be necessary to 
bring in another Bill. Still, if hon. 
Gentlemen desire me to originate legis- 
lation, I will see if I can. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is not the 
right hon. Gentleman’s Amendment in 
the direction of limiting the existing law 
rather than extending it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman is not entitled to discuss 
the matter now. 


CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork Co,, E.): 
What classes of labour would be included? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think my 
Amendment includes all members of 
the agricultural community in receipt of 
a daily wage. 


Mr. SHEEHAN : Will the right hon. 
Gentleman introduce a Bill and give us 
an opportunity of discussing it ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot promise 
any opportunity of discussing it. 


Committee on Irish Valuation. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
the reason of the delay in the appoint- 
ment of the Committee on Irish Valua- 
tion, promised last year. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In pursuance of a 
reply which | made to the hon. and 
learned Member on the 7th April, I 
awaited the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Locai Taxation. I subse- 
quently understood that the widest 
possible terms of reference were con- 
sidered desirable, and this entailed the 
postponement of the inquiry until the 
Commissioner of Valuation was at liberty 
to attend. ‘That period has been reached, 
and, having conferred with my hon. 
friend the Secretary to the Treasury, | 
am now fin a position to suggest terms 
of reference. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will it be 


a Committee of this House ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, I understand 
it is to be a Select Committee of this 


| House. 
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Crimes Act Prisoners in Clonmel Gaol. 
Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) whether Mr. 
Corr, now a prisoner in Clonmel Gaol, 
under the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, applied on 16th May to 
the medical officer of the gaol for an 
hour's additional exercise on the ground 
oi ill-health caused by continued confine- 
ment in his cell; (2) whether the doctor 
replied that he was a bail prisoner and 
could leave when he liked, and that if 
he were in another class it would be a 
different matter; (3) whether the 
governor told the doetor Mr. Corr could 
not leave as he was undergoing another 
sentence running concurrently with the 
bail sentence; (4) whether the doctor 
refused the application ; (5) whether Mr. 
Corr is still in solitary confinement ; 
and (6) whether medical officers of 
prisons are entitled, under the prison 
rules, to differentiate in their treatment 
ot prisoners, whether bail or otherwise. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The application 
made by the prisoner on the 17th (not 
16th) May was not made on the ground 
of ill-health. He complained of the con 
finement, but stated he was in geod 
health, a statement with which the 
medical officer concurred. The doctor 
observed it would be desirable to give 
bail if he required greater freedom, as, 
unless on medical grounds, he could not 
interfere with prison rules. The doctor 
has no recollection of making a reference 
to his in another class. The 
reply to the third query is in the aftir- 
mative. In reply to the fourth query, 
the doctor did not recommend an ex- 
tension of exercise, inasmuch as he was 
unable to do medical grounds. 
The prisoner is in solitary confinement 
only in the sense that he occupies, like 
all other prisoners, a separate eell. He 
is exercised in association with other 
prisoners of his class in the open air for 
two hours daily. In reply to the con- 
cluding inquiry, medical officers are not 
so authorised, except on medical grounds. 
Bail prisoners are subject to the same 
rules as prisoners awaiting trial. 


being 


so on 


Mr. CONDON: Will the rigit hon. 
Gentleman ask the governor of the prison 
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in whose presence Corr alleges that the 
doctor made the statement complained 
of, viz., that “if he were in another 
class it would be a different matter.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM.: I have given the 
hon. Member the doctor’s recollection of 
what occurred. Ido not think it would 
serve any public advantage to push the 
matter further. 


Mr. CONDON: But 
kernel of my (Question. 


again. 


that is the 
I will ask it 


Irish Elementary School Teachers, 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the results of all applications by school 


managers under Rule 43 have been 
intimated to the applicants; and, if 


not, when will they be so intimated. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The applications 
by managers under Rule 45 have been 
considered, and in nearly all cases in 
which an increase has been awarded, 
the result has been notified to 
the managers. ‘Teachers who have not 
heard the result of the correspondence 
in which they are concerned should 
apply through their managers. 


Live Stock Traffic on Irish Railways. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that specific complaints re- 
specting the delay of live stock in transit 
on Irish railways have been forwarded 
by the Committee of the Irish Cattle 
Traders and Stock Owners Association 
tothe Department of Agriculture in Ire- 
land, without much improvement being 
effected ; whether he is aware that last 
week cattle were delayed sixteen hours 
in being conveyed less than thirty miles 
from Charleville; whether he will cause 
inquiries to be made intothis matter, and 
request the Department of Agriculture 
to exercise the powers given them m 
regard to carrying companies in lreland, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: All such com- 
plaints have been investigated. The 
Department does not accept the state- 
ment that, as a result of its correspon- 
dence with the railway companies, 


” 





epee sag Noe 








-—- 


Yi 


little 
com 
in 1 
catt 
inve 


M 
Seer 
jrele 
ackt 
solu 
Coll 
pose 
of A 
Scie 
the | 
com 
men 
irre; 
wha 
of tl 


M 
of 1 
are 
laud 
of I 
tech 
the 
of S 
in t] 
whi 


: 
M 
(Gr re 
the 
mas 
of tl 
whe 
Ser 
true 
seell 
by 
this 


M 
the 
duty 
men 
gre iF 
emp 
suuti 
shal 


M 
E.): 





ITY, 
Vy to 
her 
hool 
een 
, 


ions 
een 
; iD 
ded, 

to 
not 
ence 


ould 


IS. 
b= 
the 
r he 
re- 
insit 
rded 
attle 
tion 
Tre- 
elng 
last 
ours 
niles 
“use 
and 
ture 
n in 


and, 


eom- 

The 
tate- 
pon- 
nies, 





e 
3 
ay 
4 





Questions. 


Yi7 


little improvement has been effected. A 
complaint was received from the owner 
in respect to the delay in conveying 
cattle from Charleville, and is now being 
investigated. 


Queen’s College, Belfast. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
lrland whether he can state if, in 
acknowledging the receip ef the re- 
glution of the Council of the (Queen’s 
College, Belfast, in reference to the pro- 
posed development by the Department 
of Agriculture of the Royal College of 
Science, he has called the attention of 
the Council to the fact that in publicly 
commenting on a Government Depart- 
ment they had as civil servants acted 
irregularly; and, if not, will he state 
what notice, if any, he proposes to take 
of their action. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I received copies 


of the resolutions in question. They 
are evidence of the very great and 


laudable interest manifested in the north 
of Ireland in respect to the provision of 
technical instruction and in favour of 
the establishment of a separate College 
of Science in Belfast. There is nothing 
inthe language of the resolutions to 
which exception can properly be taken. 


Dublin Postmen and Mail Trucks. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): | beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware 
of the practice in the Dublin Post Office 
whereby young lads who hold Civil 
Service certificates are compelled to wheel 
trucks laden with mail bags ; and whether, 
seeing that this work should be performed 
by labourers, he will undertake to have 
this system abolished. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If 
the “lads” referred to are postmen, the 
duty mentioned is one proper to post- 
men; and the Postmaster General has no 
ground for supposing that the men now 
employed upon it at Dublin are not of 
suitable age for the work. But inquiry 
shall he made in the matter. 


Coronation Service. 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): On behalf of the hon. Member for 
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the Wisbech Division of Cambridge, I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether his attention has been called to 
a letter issued by certain incumbents, in 
which the writers express their refusal to 
use the Service recommended for use in 
churches on the occasion of His Majesty’s 
Coronation as the said service now stands, 
on the ground of the instruction therein 
contained to inform the congregation of 
the King’s Oath to maintain the Protes- 
tant religion as established by law ; and 
whether he is prepared to make any 
statement as to the views and intentions 
of the Government in connection with 
this matter. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I have not seen the form of service 
to which the hon. Member refers. I 
gather there is no legal obligation to use 
it. In these circumstances each person 
must form his own judgment of the value 
of the reasons rendered for not using it. 
If they are accurately represented in the 
Question, in my opinion they are very 
bad reasons. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Is the right hon. Gentlemanaware that 
the Oath to be taken by the King at his 
Coronation pledges His Majesty to main- 
tain the Protestant Reformed religion as 
established by law. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not 
aware whether the hon. Member's gloss 
on the question is right or wrong. I 
have not seen it. 


School Coronation Holidays. 

Mer. MARSHALL HALL (Southport) : 
I beg toask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
having regard to the fact that His Majesty 
has expressed a wish that all schools 
should give a week’s holiday during the 
Coronation, whether, in consequence, the 
minimum annual number of attendances 
required by the Code will be reduced 
from 400 to 390 this year. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper- 


Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in view of the 
wish of His Majesty the King that all 
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schools should give a week’s longer holiday 
this year, the Education Department 


would permit the elementary schools to | 


be open a less number of times than 400. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The Govern- 
ment has decided that a reduction of the 
minimum up to the limit of one week 


should be allowed under exception A to , 


Article 85 of the English Code and excep- 
tion A to Article 17 of the Scotch Code in 
respect of any closing of the schools on 
the occasion of the Coronation. 


Sim JAMES RANKIN: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman take steps to make 
this decision known to teachers and 
managers ! 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : 
a statement made in this House on a 
matter of such general interest will 
certainly reach the parties interested. 


I imagine that 


Coronation Expenses Vote. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
will state on what day he proposes to 
take the Vote on the Estimate for 
£100,000 for the expenses of the Coro- 
nation: And, what provisions, if any, 
have been taken to secure that the sum 
of £100,000 in the Estimate laid before 
the House shall not be exceeded, having 
regard to the fact that the excess of 
expenditure for the Coronation of George 
IV. amounted to £138,238 above the 
£100,000 which the expenses were not 
to exceed according to the Estimate laid 
before them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot state 
what date the Vote will be taken. Of 
course, L shall as usual consult the con- 
venience of the House. I cannot go into 
details as to the Estimate ; we must make 
it correspond to the expenditure. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will it 


be taken before the Coronation ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is clearly 


impossible, 


Boiler Committee's 
Report. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I wish 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will keep back further pro- 
ceedings on Votes 8 and 12 of the Navy 


Navy Estimates 
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| Estimates until the Report of the Boiler 
‘Committee is issued. We have been 
unable to obtain any assurance from the 


| Secretary to the Admiralty as to when 
| it will be circulated. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that 
, With regard to Vote & the Report stage 
remains open ; and we certainly shall not 
take it at the present period of the 
session. I do not know when the Report 
of the Boiler Committee will be pub- 
lished, and therefore I cannot promise to 
_keep the Report of Vote & back for it: 
but there will be no desire to take the 
Vote early. Vote 12 will be taken on 
Friday, for reasons I have already given 
to the House. se 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Is it not 
the fact that the Report of the Boiler 
Committee has been in the hands of the 
Admiralty since the end of May, and 
it is not yet delivered to hon. Members ! 


| No answer was returned. | 


Reduction of the Maize Duty. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
in pursuance of the promise he gave the 
other night to reconsider the question 
of the tax on maize. he is now in a 
positio: to make a statement to the 
House. 

“sir M. HICKS BEACH: It maybe 
convenient if | make the statement now. 
The matter is one of very considera ble diffe 
culty, because, in the first place, alteration 
in the tax on maize must detract from 
the uniformity of the tax; and, secondly, 
the proposal to reduce the duty on maize 
by one-half involves a loss of £300,000 
to the Revenue. But, on the other hand, 
! have been much impressed with the 
views expressed in the course of debate 
with regard to the expected effect of the 
tax in Ireland; and also with regard to 
its effect generally as a tax on the raw 
material of the dairying industry 
throughout the whole of the United 
Kingdom. No doubt, as the tax at 
present stands, the percentage rate Js 
higher, though not very much for maiz 
than for other articles. Therefore, | 
think it will be right and just to accept 
‘the Amendment proposed by the hon. 
' Member below the gangway the other day, 
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and to reduce the tax by one-half. 
I shall move an Amendment for that 
purpose in the Bill this evening ; and the 
Amendment will be one similar to the 
proviso inserted in the Finance Bill of 
last year with regard to the reduction of 
duty on molasses and glucose, by which, 
although generally the excess tax will be 
returned to those who have paid it, it 
will not be returned to those who have 
passed the tax on to their customers. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I be 
allowed to express our acknowledgments 
tothe right hon. Gentleman for the con- 
cession Which he has made? Of course, 
the right hon. Gentleman will understand 
that we in Ireland regard even the 
reduced tax on maize as a very serious 
grievance ; and in no circumstances can 
we alter our attitude in reference to the 
Budget. But at the same time we 
acknowledge the spirit in which the 
right hon. Gentleman has met the claim 
put forward by us. It is one of the rare 
instances in which an alteration of this 
kind has ben brought about as the 
direct result of argument across the floor 
of the House. For the concession the 
right hon. Gentleman has made— 
although it does not go so far as we 
could wish--I[ desire to our 


express 
thanks. 


NEW BILL. 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BILL. 


“For transferring the administration 
of (Queen <Anne’s Bounty to the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners, and other 
purposes connected therewith,” presented 
by Mr. Hanbury, under Standing Order 
31: to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. | Bill 
240, | 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
(No. 2) BILL. 

“To make further provision with 
respect to Education in England and 
Wales,” presented by Mr. Lough, under 
Standing Order 31; supported by Mr. 
Usmond Williams, Mr. Cremer, Mr. 
Atherley-Jones, and Mr. Broadhurst; to 
be read a second time upon Friday, 11th 
July, and to be printed. [Bill 241]. 
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As amended, in Committee and on re- 
committal, considered. 


New Clause (Issue of stock certificates 
to holders of scrip certificates) (Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer), brought up, 
and read the first and second time, and 


added. 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) 
moved a new Clause providing for a 
rebate on articles used in the manu- 
facture of starch. He wished to obtain 
an assurance that starch would continue 
in the schedule at 5d. this being 
necessary in order to keep starch manu- 
factures in a position to contend success- 
fully with starch coming from America 
and foreign countries. 


New Clause (Rebate on articles used 
in manufacture of starch)—(Mr. Ren- 
shaw)—brought up, and read the first 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


*THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Str M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): I have no intention what- 
ever of altering the schedule. 


Mr. RENSHAW: Then I ask leave 


to withdraw my Motion. 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY(Somerset- 
shire, S.) moved a new Clause providing 
for a rebate on offals made from imported 
grain. lle suggested that the rebate 
should be 2d. as against the 14d. allowed 
on other offals, and contended that the 
English miller was entitled to this slight 
advantage considering the trouble he 
would be put to in obtaining the rebate. 


New Clause (Rebate on  offals 
made from imported grain)—Si Edward 
Strachey)—brought up and read the 
first time. 


Motion made and ()uestion proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he could 
not agree to this proposal. The English 
miller who imported foreign corn to grind 
into flour was able to sell at a profit. 


Question put and negatived. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): Gentlemen opposite will believe 


that | have no particular Party object in 
bringing forward the Motion I now 
rise to make, because last year, as 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer will 
remember, I supported him in the 
coal tax and in the sugar duty through 
all their stages. I adhere now to the 
preposition of which the right hon. 
Gentleman approved last year, and of 
which he has been good enough to re- 
mind the House this year—and I can 
consider no empire or kingdom in a more 
dangerous position than one in which a 
certain army of electors has the power of 
dictating the policy without at the same 
time paying their full share of the 
sacrifice—in all respects, fiscal as well as 
otherwise-—which may be involved in 
carrying out that policy. I may say 
further: that I am not a hardened and 
convicted political economist. An 
economist of my acquaintance, Mr. 
Bagehot, used to say that he did not 
believe that any one was really sorry 
when a political economist died. I will 
not go as far as that, or as far as the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, who said 
the other night that political economy 
was a parcel of platitudes and _para- 
doxes. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES = (Lynn 
Regis): No; the phrase, I think, was “A 
conglomeration of pretentious _ plati- 


tudes.” 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: When I think 
of the eminent men who founded political 
economy, I do not agree with the hon. 
Member in calling it ‘‘a conglomeration 
of pretentious platitudes.” But I should 
have myself been sorry to lay down any 
proposition which would apply to all 
communities at all times and stages in 
their history and to all the variations in 
the course of their development. In 
everything with which I shall trouble the 
House | am thinking of my own country 
as it now stands—its social, political, and 
fiscal needs in respect of the present 
situation. 
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Now, Sir, what do we see? I have 
attended the whole of the discussion on 
the Budget in all its stages. We see q 
remarkable spectacle. First of all a war 
tax expanded into a permanent source of 
revenue. We see what was first brought 
forward as an emergency duty blossom. 
ing into the first stage of widening the 
basis of taxation; and finally, we see 
what was a fiscal expedient for a twelve. 
month swelling into a reversal of national 
fiscal policy for ever. The Secretary to 
the Treasury, who made a most interest. 
ing speech on the Second Reading, said— 

‘Tf you are not to tax the very poor you 
ought to take the duty off sugar and tea.”* 
In that proposition there was an 
implication of reproach of those who, 
like myself, supported the Government 
last year, and this year feel bound to 
oppose it, The fact that the Government 
have increased the duty on sugar is the 
very reason why you should not have 
now a further stage of pressure and 
crush them by imposing a duty on bread. 
Let us see what the Government have 
done as to food—not by way of an 
emergency tax, but by way of permanent 
taxation. They have put £6,500,000 on 
sugar and £2,000,000 on tea. You must 
add £2,000,000 more for the incidence of 
the coal tax, now understood to be a 
permanent source of revenue. That 
makes £10,500,000 of taxation weighing 
on trade and labour. Then you have 
£2,600,000 for the bread tax making a 
total of £13,000,000 on trade and labour. 
The only increase of direct taxation is 
the income tax, and the House is given 
to understand that the present height of 
the income tax is only to be temporary. 
That is the situation, and I see no 
inconsistency whatever in supporting the 
Government last year, and this year 
resisting the corn tax in every shape. 


It istrue that it isdesirable to “instruct” | 


the electors. I am strongly of that view. 
Instruct the electors as much as you can; 
but recollect that the electors are only 
6,000,000 or 7,000,000 out of a population 


of 40,000,000 or more in the United } 


Kingdom, and, therefcre, in taxing the 
electors you are taxing only one-fifth or 
one-sixth of the population, while you are 
punishing or “instructing” those who 


had no direct share in the decision instead J 


of leaving the whole burden, if that were 
desirable, on the 6,000,000 or 7,000,000 
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of electors. The hon. Member for North 
Islington said the other day— 

“Jt is necessary to make people understand 
that they are subscribing to the great purposes 
for which this Empire exists.” 

[ wonder it did not occur to the hon. 
Member that surely one of the first 
purposes for which this or any other 
Empire exists is to keep its people as far 
gs its Governors can from misery and 
starvation. The right hon. Gentleman 
has just informed the House, to its 
wiversal satisfaction, that the duty on 
maize is to be reduced by a half, and he 
deserves our thanks for that concession. 
We cannot forget the state of things that 
was described to the House in the course 
of the discussion the other afternvon, a 
description which, I am sure, affected the 
right hon. Gentleman’s mind, impelling 
him to the action he intends to take. 
What is the use, in the spirit of the hon. 
Member for North Islington, going to 
these wretched people on the west coast 
of Ireland and telling them that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is “widening 
the basis of taxation,” or in telling them 
that they must be willing to pay more 
for their wretched yellow meal in order 


to serve the purposes of Empire? I 
annot help remarking to what a very 
extraordinary line of observation the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer committed 
himself on that occasion. He, like myself, 
has been twice Chief Secretary for Lreland, 
aud others have been heroic enough to 
undertake that office on two occasions, 
but I do not think that he has ever been to 
the west coast of Ireland. If he has, 
hw can he dream of saying to the 
wretched people who pick out a hard 
subsistence from land covered with heavy 
stones, “ You really must improve the land 
ad cultivate oats.” That anyone who 
thinks of parts of Donegal, Galway, and 
Mayo should talk about cultivating oats 
there, strikes me as an extraordinary and 





») stupendous illustration of ignorance which 
nen of great competence sometimes show. 


But apart from the Lrish aspect of the 
matter, do not let us forget what has 
ven called the submerged tenth in our 
wn island, the large body of suffering, 
jatient, uncomplaining poor, many of 
thom have never enough to eat. When 
we talk of England being a country of 
boundless wealth, in a sense it is true, if 
you look at the prices paid for trifles at 
Christie's ; but it is not to be supposed 


j ‘hat because there are enormous pockets 
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of wealth of that kind there is not an 
immense fringe of our poor population 
who will be attected by this tax, and who 
are constantly fighting a life and death 
battle with hungerand starvation. I cannot 
hut notice how rapidly the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer withdrew the cheque tax. 
For my part, I thought when I first 
heard his proposal—and I still think 
that the cheque tax was a very good tax 
[“Oh, oh!”| but it was withdrawn 
because the opinion of a very powerful 
class in the City and elsewhere opposed 
it. 


*Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: No, no! 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : Then I do not 


know why it was withdrawn. 


*sik M. HICKS BEACH : It was with- 
drawn because I had reason to believe 
that it would seriously affect small traders 
throughout the country, and, further, 
that there would be a serious diminution 
in the number of cheques used in conse- 
quence, largely atfecting the revenue from 
It. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I thoroughly 
accept the right hon, Gentleman’s explana- 
tion. At all events there was the fact 
that a tax which would have affected 
well-to-do people of different degrees of 
prosperity was withdrawn in consequence 
of a very powerful, if not organised 
opposition, Whereas the arguments as to 
the corn tax seemed to have no weight at 
all with the right hon. Gentleman, except 
his decision to halve the duty on maize. 
The Government have made what I 
cannot but think in the course of these 
debates is a rather ludicrous shifting of 
their position. The First Lord of the 
Treasury at an early stage said— 

‘*T do not believe that the working men will 
object to pay a tax which will probably have 
no effect upon them at all.” 

That is the language of the First Lord of 
the ‘Treasury. As if any one would 
object to pay a tax which did not 
affect them at all! But then the ground 
was changed, and I have not heard, 
although I have listened attentively to 
the language of the right hon. Gentlemen 
sitting on the Treasury Bench, even 
now what is their theory as to who they 
are who will pay this tax. They have 
never told us. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer says that the price is affected 
2M 
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by the general and natural fluctuations in 
the circumstances of the production or 
the importation of the article used ; but 
he leaves out of account the effect of this 
ramrod, constant tax upon the free play 
of the variant circumstances which he 
called the general and natural play of 
production and importation. ‘That is an 
argument which the right hon. Member 
for West Monmouthshire pressed upon 
him and to whieh [I have not herd an 
answer. I must quote one dictum of Mr. 
Mill which entirely supports the position 
taken up in a very powerful speech by 
the right hon. Member for East Wolver 
hampton. It is this 

** A tax oni 
rule, raise the price of that conimodity by at 
least the amount of the tax: are few 
cases in Which it does not raise it by more than 
that amount. 


oo a 
ny commodity will, as a veneral 


there 


You have given no at 


have not heard any answer given, 


least | 
either 
to the question who in your judgment 
realy pays the tax, and whether you « 
lo not believe that there will be any 
effect from this corn tax on prices. ‘There 
is one point to whieh | beg the attention 
the House. When the duty of Is. a 
quarter was left In 1846-49 the price oi 


60s., 


answer, or 


or ¢ 


an 
wheat ranged from 50s, to even 
higher. ‘Therefore the Ils. was about 
per cent, of tl proportion of wheat 
inported, or a quarter of the total con 
sumption. But now’ that import 
considerably more than three quarters of 
our total consumption the price ranges, 
I think, from 25 


or 


ie 


we 


s. to ZSs. a quarter, and, 


therefore, your new duty of Is. is 
nearly twice as high on the value 
of the article as it was in 1846. 


| do not know how he proposes to meet 
it. Another contention which is urged 
is this. it has been constantly argued 
by the Government that this is not in 
any aspect a protective tux: but the 
night betore last, I think, we had a very 
‘xtraordinary development of that allega- 
tion. It pointed out to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that with 
a corn tax at 3d. a hundredweight, offi 
at 1}d.,and flour at 5d., the tax on flour 
was too high in proportion to that on 
corn. ‘The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said he wanted whole grain, and that 
flour was taxed so much higher than 
corn because it was 
article. 
ported, that it was desirable to get whole 


was 


a 


grain and then this country itself made 


Mr. John Morley. 
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He said, if he was rightly re- | 
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the flour and retained the offal. J haye 
given the fairest consideration possib] 
to that position of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and Lask, Can it be cop. 
tended that that means anything byt 
Protection ? Is it not Protection, and 
nothing else? If that is not Protection. 
I do not know what is. 

Now, Sir, | will sum up what I have 
got to say upon the corn tax. [ say it js 
bad in its principle and deplorable jy 
some of its consequences, to which I will 
refer in a moment. A registration duty 
of £200,000 has been transformed into 
a source of revenue amounting now to 
£2,600,000, capable of infinite elasticity 
and expansion, and sure, in a certain 
number of years. if the policy of som 
members of the Government prevails, t 
be expanded still further. The Chancellor 
of the Exch quer, W ho is limself a free 


trader, has made a change in our fiscal 
system which leaves the door open t 
those who are not tree-traders — but 
thorough-going protectionists. That 


one point. Then the second point is 
this. Mr. Lowe | 


said--and everybod) 
aware that he wa 


not in the least senti- 





mental—“‘ this tax is a kind of py 
tax’—and that is as true today as it 
was When Mr. Lowe said it—*] 


graduated in a peculiar fashion becauseit 
tells heaviest on the very poorest of the 
The tax affects two-thirds of 
the consumption, but it raises the price 
ot the other third tothe same level, and 
this rise does not go to the Exchequer. 

The next point is one to which | am 
rather surprised that this House, 
which contains so many important re- 
presentatives of trade and commerce and 


people.” 


in 


banking, moreattention has not been paid. [ 


My hon. friend the Member for Exeter 
said, and nothing can be 
more relevant 


more true or 


‘I believe that the great commercial pros- 
perity of this country is due, not only to 
certain taxation, to 
harassing formalities which : 
» from an extended Customs tariff.” 


I was glad to | 


freed m 


from but freedom fron 
those 


abl 


re insepar- 


1ear my hon. friend the 


Member for Devonport the other night § 


warn the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that when this tax comes to be under- 
stood and its possible expansion comes to 


be realized, the commercial classes 
of this country will certainly let 
|him hear from them; and _ that 
ithe effect upon their proceedings 
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he effect upon their commerce, 
upon which the prosperity of the country 
will and must 
kind because of the harassing 
formalities which Customs arrangements 
will un | uubtedly entail. 
Now, having dealt with these aspects 
ithe corn tax, | want to come to what 
[may ‘all the indirect consequences of 
it: and they are to me more important 
than the direct 
sequences, because, as everybody knows, 
Lean more easily elface the traces ot 
r than undo the mischief ot 
us blunder in your fiscal policy. 
that the Chancellor of the 
Exehequer’s proposal opens the sluices 
every kind in an indirect 
But what | 


depen 1s, be, be, of the 


eravest 


in wWanvy Ways con- 


vou can 





pour’ 


| submit 


mischitel Of 


it closely connected form. 


to my regret, to charge the 

mcellor of the Exchequer with, is that 

ed vague and shadowy language 
; | 


ma subject upon which shadowy and 


wile language is more dangerous than 
n be on anv other. He ays 

‘| e propos “l this duty as a Revenue 

nothing else. I disel iltogether 





pretation put Wilfrid Lauriei 


Wl duty.” 


by Sit 


then insome very remarkable observa- 
ns two or three nights 
ned round, and he said and | 
With all respeet to him, wit] 


ntusion of thought and some bew 


) he rat 
tist 
sole 


ilder- 


nt of language- 

‘An Imperial Zollverein would b hetter 
wement for binding together the colonic 
other country than anything else 

ud he de vised.” 

course, by an Imperial Zollverein he 


int. not pre ferential tariffs, 
le Zollverein, a t 


of the 


but a 
ariff union similar to 


United States of America 





ial pros. 
freedom 
ym tron 
insepal- 


r night 
shequer 
under- 


omes t0 
classes 
ily 
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that 
-eedings J 


{ the old condition of things in 

' TI Lo sheis | Cont! 

any. Then the right hon. Gentle- 
min went on to say that it was not 


sible 


A“ As every one who looks into the matte: 
ws, that there should be free 
tent time—that is, a free trade 
etween England and her colonies.” 
en, | wonder, if cannot 
Bil . . 
liverein, why talk about it? 


M. HICKS 


challenged 


trade at the 
taritf union 


we have a 
*SIR 
rectly 
iKer, 
Ik. JOHN MORLEY: Then I go on 


‘ay, if you are challenged to talk about 
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by the 
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a Zollverein, why do you not think the 
thing out before you do so. The right 
hon. Gentleman went on to say 

‘It is not possible that there should be free 
trade at the present time between the mother 
country and the colonies.” 


But he went on in words which in my 
judgment display some perilous con- 
fusion of thought 

** But cannot we try to consider the com- 


mercial relations between us that we may a ake 
trade than it is now, and that without 
necessarily injuring any foreign country at all ’ 


[am bound to say,” 


‘ } 
reel 


1 
ne on 


went 
‘** that my idea of dealing with this great and 
important question is on the basis of tree trade 
and not on the basis of Protection.” 

And, finally, the right hon. Gentleman 
made a most satisfactory declaration. 
He said— 

That 


against 


] 


we should impose new duties as 


foreign nations in order to give 
advantage to our colonies, that is not the policy 
ot His Majesty’s (rovornment.” 


I call that a most satisfactory declaration, 
and if he had left the matter th re, | for 
one, should have had criticism to 
offer. But he is unable to leave this 
fascinating notion of a Zollverein and 
preferential rates and the like. and 


no 


our duty while adhering 
principles to do what we ean 


oursely 


to h et 
colonies inaie fi 


in order to promot the best relations i 
Empire.” 


between es and the 





..2 
Mia 


to a plain question. Will th 
right hon. Gentleman tell us this af 


Now, Sir, I should like to a 


answer 


sh fora 


arte) 


noon, or at some other time, how he 
proposes to make trade hetween us and 
the colonies more free? He admits, and 


this is very significant, that some sacrifice 
will be involved 
direction. 


by a movement in that 


*sirn M. HICKS BEACH: That was in 
a previous part of my statement 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY : These observa 
tions | thought, and still think, were all 
organically connected. Otherwise there 
was some incoherency. At all events, the 
right hon. Gentleman said at some other 
stage in his speech that some sacrifices 
would be involved in a movement in that 
direction. It is true it was not quite 
clear what was meant by “that diree- 
tion.’ Lf am somewhat at a loss to know 


2M 2 
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accurately what it meant, but I take it 
to mean in the direction of making our 
commercial relations with the colonies 
more free. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : If the right 
hon. Gentleman will read what I said he 
will see the meaning. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : 
were these— 

“If we could have free trade with our 
colonies, | do not see why that should neces- 
sarily involve increased duties on our part as 
against foreign nations; but if we could have 
free trade with our colonies,even some sacrifices 
in that direction might be made.” 


The words 


I fail to see how I have misrepresented 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The right 
hon. Gentleman has, I am sure quite 
unintentionally, transferred from one 
part of my remarks to another a sentence 
which had reference solely to the establish- 
ment of complete free trade between the 
mother country and the colonies. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I do not wish 
to labour or prolong the matter, but I 
submit that the sentence stands on its 
own four teet distinctly. It 
matter where it comes— 


does not 


“*Tf we are to have Free Trade with our 

colonies, even some sacrifices in that direction 
might be made.” 
It comes to this, if we are to have Free 
Trade with our colonies, some sacrifices 
even might be made; that is to say, at 
all events, that in the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s view Free Trade with the colonies, 
if it were possible, which he denied in 
another part of his speech, would involve 
sacrifices. 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: And it would 


be worth it. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Then, perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman will tell us how 
it is to be done and in what direction 
we must look for compensation—in the 
sense, I presume, of wider markets 


for our manufactures. Who is the 
Minister who talks in this way of 
sacrifice ? Are we in a_ position ac- 


cording to him to make that sacrifice ? 

Is not this the Minister who for two or 

three or four years has been telling us 

that our fiscal system has brought us 
Mr. Jolin Morley. 
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almost to the brink of financial] ruin? c 
[ say, without irony, that I ama disciple x 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and that | I 
believe as fully as he does that our fiseal Th 
position is of the most dangerous * 
character. But that is the very reason |. 
why I want the House to think twice or i 
thrice before embarking on any policy, Xo 
or countenancing any scheme or project, * 
which will involve further sacrifice. 9}. 
After the right hon. Gentleman’s ex. ¥ 
planation, let us consider the confusion, ” 
into which vague, shadowy talk of this Bon 
kind throws the colonial merchant andj ; 
the colonial producer, the British mer- % 
chant and the British producer, [ ot 
consider that on a subject where clear ia 
thinking and firm language is far more ¥ 
indispensable than on any subject engag- ~~ 
ing the attention ot the House, the lan- 
guage of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
is most unfortunate. One may see any 





day the unfortunate effects of this vagu 
and shadowy language. Even today w 
may read that proposals are in the air 
and even much more than in the air 
they are upon the earth—proposals oi 4 
kind which I declare 1 do not knoy 
whether the right hon. Gentleman 
language encourages or discourages, bu 
at all events they are proposals of a kin( 
which such language as his brings int 
existence and fosters. I want to lool 
for a moment at the kind of languag 
which the attitude of the right hor 
Gentleman produces. I am not goingt 
examine the projects of the Zollverein, 
commercial and customs’ union an 
preferential duties. But there are su 
gestions in connection with them whic 
it seems to me are of the first importanc 
and which the House should, at th@,,. 
earliest opportunity, test, measure, aif. 


m an 
gauge. 








I am in order, I hope, becavgy: 
this is the real basis of my objection @,,, 


the corn tax. fuctuy 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It is n@@%ng 


the basis of the corn tax. 3 ee 
Ol i 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY : Not the basiff met}, 
Ido not know that. What happened tli no Joy 
moment the Chancellor of the Excl yore 
quer said we are going to have 4 (OM au:ho 
tax? Why, as my right hon. In nore 
the Leader of the Opposition has pom@ Wy, , 
out, the Canadian Prime Minister @ aot ,, 
stantly said: “‘ England is now for P whieh 


tection.” Therefore, those proposal 
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9 not say arise out of, but are con- 
nected with, the duty on corn which 
jreaks down the ramparts of the fiscal 
wliey which has made us what we are. 
this is the kind of language, as we 
rid today, which is used: ‘ Did any 
me say that we are not losing ground 
nrespect to manufactures and trade ?” 
Yow I hear that constantly in con. 
versation. I read it in articles—the 
sumption that we are losing ground 


in commerce and trade. Is it true? 
Hon. Members on the Opposition 
Benches: No.] What is true —as, 


at course, we must all admit—is that 
the increase in our manufactures and 
imde is now at a slower rate. But 


werybody, from Adam Smith down- 
wards, has told us that a larger volume 
f manufactures and trade means a 
Jower rate of increase. As for saying 
that our Free Trade policy is suicidal, 
that we are losing ground and 
forth, L will only remind the House of 

le fact, that the total tonnage 


this singie 


so 


i ships belonging to Great Britain 
loubled between 1860 and 1900—from 
{; millions to 9} millions. What is 


the use, in face of a fact like that, to 
remark, as the right hon. Gentleman 
les in the speech I am quoting, that 
ur policy has been suicidal, and that 
we are at the end of the growth of 
ur wealth and prosperity? I am the 
last man to say that I would ascribe to 
Free Trade all the advance in prosperity 
we have made. That is due to various 
But all the other causes would 
have been nothing if they had been 
land'capped by Protection. In face of 
thit fact, what is the use of people 
writing, as | see they do, that Free 
Trade is a mummy and a fetish? Even 
ih a2 important morning journal, 7) 
lis, as 1 read to-day, those who do 
hot accept this view that our manu- 


“AlISeS. 


qictures and trade are declining and 


It is 0 


the basi 
ppenedt 
he Exe 
ive a C0 
on. {rie 
1as point 
jnister 
w for? 
proposals 












ging to the dogs, are described 
‘people who bring up some mouldy pieces 


as 


doi theory deduced by logic - chopping 


methods from some circumstances which 
ho longer exist, and from principles which 


were never at any time of absolute 
authority.” I cannot imagine anything 


nore futile than language of that kind. 
We are not logiec-chopping. ‘These are 
uot mouldy pieces of theory, but facts 
which are to be found in your Statistical 
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Abstracts, and Board of Trade Returns. 
I have heard it read from some journal 
that the twentieth century is going to 
paddle its own canoe. If proposals like 
those we read of this morning, which 
involve, mind you, preferential duties 
against foreign countries, and the re- 
storation of the Navigation Laws, are to 
be adopted—if the twentieth century is 
going to paddle its canoe in the waters, 
lam happy to think that most of my 
life has been spent in the nineteenth 
century. Are we to be frightened, for- 
sooth, in the City of London—where 
they know about these things, if they 


know anywhere on this earth—by 
pictures of 160,000,000 of glittering 
golden sovereigns? I find no trace of 


these 160,000,000 going. What I do 
find is that 5,000,000 gold and silver 
export of bullion and specie, no doubt, 
takes place. But what is the meaning 
of that? It only means that we are the 
greatest crediter nation in the world. 
| am quarrelling with the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer because he has, by his 
talk, and by his one or two vague 
phrases, helped to let loose projects of 
this kind; and I gather he is looking 
upon them with, at all events, not an 
unkindly eye. 


‘Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have said 


the contrary. 


Mr JOHN MORLEY: The right hon. 
Gentleman has also said the contrary ot 
that. | Hon. Members on the Ministerial 
Benches: No.| I am sorry to appear 
to wrangle with the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but when he has said that Free 
Trade with the colonies, even if it in- 
volved some sncrifice, might be desirable, 
I submit that he has rather warmed into 
life these sorts of projects. Say what you 
like, the basis of all these projects is the 
substitution in this country of colonial 
products for foreign products. In itself 
that is desirable enough. But if that is 
your object the effects will be these—and 
if anyone can overthrow these proposi- 
tions, | hope he will do so—first, that 
the substitution must mean a rise in the 
price of most of your raw material ; 
secondly, that the rise in the price 
of raw material must mean a_ rise 
in the cost of manufacture ; thirdly, that 
arise in the cost of manufactures must 
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of course, handicap you, and make you 
less able to hold your own in the neutral 
markets of the world; fourthly, that it is 
absurd, unreasonable, and disastrous, to 
play ducks and drakes with your great 
trade with foreign countries for the sake 
of a relatively small trade with the 
tifthly and lastly, that in 
order to carry out this policy you would 
have to set up a machinery, in the 
and elsewhere, of a kind which 
used to be well known, and which threw 
a most deadly impediment in the way of 


colonies ; and 


colonies 


trade and commerce. That) machinery 
was the abomination of those days. 
Moreover, that machinery would not be 
under your own control, but would be 


under the control of the colonies them- 
and these would have a 
umber of men interested in makine 

ineffective, 
interest 
to slip round through their own 
find its way into this 
country on colonial terms—that is to say, 
Without chuty. 
the more will 
outside pe 


selves, colonies 
large 1 
that machinery 
would he their 
produce 


because it 
to allow foreign 


borders, and so 
The more that is considered, 
the House and the people 
reeive tha projects have 
not been clearly thought out. 

Then the right hon. Gentleman used the 
expression that these commercial relations 
ought to be made freer in order to promote 
good feelings between the mother country 
and the colonies. First of all, I would ask 


these 





how the present relations between the 
mother country and the colonies —which 
at this hour are at a pitch of enthusiasm 


and exaltation that was never reached in 
our history before—-have brought 
about. By the very policy of free imports 
which you are now prepared to trifle with. 
Are you certain that 1t is a sure way of 
promoting better commercial relations 
hetween ourselves and the colonies to have 


been 


a great series of bargains constantly going 
on, putting the mother country on 
side and the colonies on the other as 
antagonistic parties to a bargain ? There 
are many other points in that issue, but 


one 


these must needs be handled with the 
utmost delicacy, kindliness, and, I should 
add, firmness. I entirely agree with 


what fell the other day, in a speech out 
of-doors, fron. my right hon. friend the 
Colonial Secretary. He said there are 
circumstances now visible to us that make 
all men who consider the economic and 
commercial as well as the social conditions 
of their country full of anxiety. Very 
often those who are watching the flow of 


Mr. Jolin Morley 
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the tide of economic circumstances do not 
realise what the process is. I see a great 
many things in our present commercial 
position which must cause us the liveliest 
anxiety and must set us all thinking day 
and night how this 1 

new ibn 


new course of things, 

utions of capital and other 
circumstances, is likely to end, 
But from them I draw this moral 
plunge into such reversals 
Chancellor of the 
inviting us to take. 


distri 
economic 
hot to 
of policy as the 
Exchequer is now 


Sir M. HICKS 


B I AC H: No, am 


not. 


JOHN MORLEY 
that. L mean 
of poliev as his policy involves, and such 
a reversal of policy as undoubtedly is in 
the peo of many gentlemen around 
him. In the face of the circumstances | 
have just mentioned, the right course is 
not to perform such achievements as that, 
but to keep your head and not to 
inake changes in a policy which has made 
this country so powerful, so 
overmastering in its credit as it is at this 
time. 


I beg pardon, | 


wahdcen such a reversal 
ly 


} 
COOL 


strony, so 


Amendment prop sed to the Bill- 

“Te paye 1, line 16, to leave out Clanse tL. 
(Wr. Johu Mort 4.) 

(Juestion proposed, “* That the wi rds 
of Clause 1 to the word ‘ mentioned,’ in 
line 18, stand part of the Bill.” 


*(3.45.) Mr. EMMOTT (Ok Ilham) said 
in the long debates on the Budget and 
Finance Bill he had not before troubled 
the fouse. That must be his excuse now, 
as well as the fact that the voice ot 
Oldham, as hitherto expressed by his hon. 
friend and colleague, had not been in ae- 
cordance with his own views, nor, 
believed, with the views of the preponder- 
ating majority of the people of Oldham. 
His hon. triend’s position was a somewhat 
peculiar one. He seemed to approve 
strongly of the policy of the Government 
but he disapproved ot the expenditure 
to which that policy gave rise; and, on 
the other hand, he seemed to welcome 
with open arms a tax of any sort which 
the Government proposed. He hoped 
the efforts of his hon. colleague to cut 
down the expenditure of this country, 
might lead to some useful result. Ot 
knew that the point was 2 


} 
as he 


course he 
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ery difficult one, but there was a point 
which expenditure became unpro- 
luctive. We all desired to ensure the 
glety of this country, but experts differed 
»much as to the expenditure that was 
secure the safety of this 
ountry that it seemed to him that we 
nad to decide for what 
xpenditure necessary our 
ifety, and determine at point 
at expenditure pressing 
den upon the industries of this 
intry. tle had that his hon. 
lleague did not represent the opinion 
ithe people of Oldham upon. this 
Abundant evidence of that 
ad reached him from many quarters of 
non-party character, and he believed 
ery great industrial constituency would, 
tthe present time, go strongly against 
this tax which the Government had 
posed if they had the opportunity. 
fe thought the political instinet of 
their great industrial constituences was 
aiiciently alert to know the difference 
tweet. the old shilling duty of 1869, 
remnant of a tax which 
burden, and the new duty 
now proposed and put 
as a permanent tax, was capable 
indefinite and which 
ght therefore in time very 
revous burden upon the poorest classes 
! 


cessary to 


ourselves 
for 
what 
became al 


Was 


said 


iestion. 


was a 
nievous 


Be t 


hich was 


expansion, 


be ‘ome a 


the land He thought the political 
stinct of the great mass of the people 


i this country was also quite clear as to 
people upon whom the burden ot 
thistax would ultimately fall. The right 
ion. Gentleman who had just spoken so 
werfully to the House said that he did 
uot pose as a political economist. 

They had heard a eood deal of rather 
extraordinary political economy in the 
House during the course of these debates. 
They had heard it proved that the whole 


@urden of this tax must be ultimately 


ore by the consumer. On the other 


@ and they had heard it proved to the 


satisfaction of hon. Members opposite 
that none of the burden of this tax would 
‘borne by the consumers. He had 
begun to doubt whether _ political 
economy in these modern days was of 
wth use to them in the comparatively 
rough-and-tumble debates in this House. 
Political economy used to be called a 
dismal science. It was dismal, because it 
was, in those days, founded upon the 
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doctrine of pure selfishness. But since 
the earlier days of political economy 
they had discovered that other motives 
than pure selfishness affected man in his 
economic outlook. Modern _ political 
economy was rather an affair of a main 
stream of tendency met by ce:tain ob- 
structions which exused eddiesand cross- 
currents which might be very difficult 
to follow. He often thought that 1 

debating economic questions in this 
House they were apt to lose the main 
stream of tendency by watching the 
‘ourse of some of the ecross-currents. 
One of the hon. Members for Glasgow 
made a very interesting speech last week 
which met with and deserved the in- 
terest and attention of the House. In 
the course of that speech he mentioned 
as a disproo! of the statement made that 
the whole burden of this tax would fall 
upon the consumer that one railway in 
America had reduced its charges 24 
cents on flour in order that it might be 
able “to carry as much flour as before.” 
Hie did not know the railway, or the 
circumstances under which this_ re- 
duction was made, but after all the price 
of coal was lower and there were other 
circumstances which tended towards 
a fall of railway rates at the present 
time; but unless freights and railway 
rates generally were reduced he did not 
think that it would have any important 
effect upon the cost of corn or flour in 
thiscountry. It did not appear that any 
less corn or flour would be consumed, 
and he believed that the whole of this 
tax, and probably rather more than its 
total. would be borne by the consumers 
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of this country. If that were so then 
this tax was a Protectionist tax ; it was 
a wasteful tax because the consumer 


would have to pay more than went into 
the Exchequer ; it was a tax which was 
a dole to one set of farmers anda burden 
to another set; and a tax which would 
materially affect the very poorest people 
of this land. 


The whole of this discussion 
had been complicated, in the first 
place, by what was said about a 


Zollverein, and in the second place by 
what was not said about the tax being 
merely temporary. We were bound, 
therefore, to treat this tax as a_per- 
manent If any good could be 
done in the direction of a Zollverein, 


tax. 
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and if it would produce a powerful 
effect by drawing the bonds ot friend- 
ship between this country and the 
colonies closer together, there might be 
something to be said for it. But was 
there any reasonable chance of this tax, 
as it was now put on, being used for 
striking one of those bargains between 
the colonies and this country which 
would be likely to draw closer those 
bonds of friendship which tied them 
together? Supposing that we did not 
impose this shilling tax upon wheat from 
Canada. That might be some advan- 
tage to Canada, but it would not be an 
advantage to Australia, and unless there 
were some other concession, Australia 
would be unfairly treated. He thought 
that infinitely more importance was 
to be attached to the strong feeling 
of sentiment which bound the mother 


country and the colonies together 
at the present time, and also to 


the fact that the colonies must see that 
they made practically no contribution to 
the Imperial and that this 
country practically bore the whole burden 
of the Navy upon its shoulders. If, as 
he believed, this new tax would be 
no help as a means of bargaining with 
the colonies and inducing them to lower 
their tariffs upon our goods, then he 
would ask what other means were there 
which this country could hold out by 
which they would be able to make an 
Imperial Zollverein. The House had 
listened with great Interest to, and must 
acknowledge the great force of, the argu- 
ments used by his right hon. friend the 
Member for Montrose, Our 
merejal position was one of enormous 
importance. We by far the 
largest exporting country manu- 
factured goods in the world. 1901 


forces, 


com 


were 
ot 


In 


this country imported £100,000,000 
worth of manufactured goods, but we 


exported in the same year £230,000,000. 
A great deal of our foreign trade was 
so very nicely balanced that a fraction 
might get and keep busines: and a fraction 
might lose business. Our greatest export 
trade in textile cotton goods. 
We were still supreme as an exporting 
country in manutactured cotton goods. 
Would any statesman, unfit fer Bedlam, 
dare to tax upon the raw 
material cotton? We imported 
annually £42,000,000 worth of cotton, 
Mr. Binmott. 


Was 


suggest a 


of 
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and over £41,000,000 worth of that 
came from foreign countries, and less 
than £1,000,000 from our own posses- 
sions. With regard to our trade in 
manufactured cotton goods, four-fifths 
of it was export trade, and only about 
one-fifth of those goods was sold in 
this country. Who would dream, under 
those circumstances, of putting an im- 
port duty on the raw materials used 
in this country? That would be a most 
suicidal and dangerous policy for us 
to adopt. Was there any inducement 
tor this country to foster colonial trade? 
Had the colonial trade, during the last 
twenty or thirty years, grown more 
quickly than our trade with foreign 
countries, and would it soon overtop 
our foreign trade? Our colonial 
Em>ire, during that time, had grown 
enormously, and he did not think 
colonial tariffs had been raised against 
the Mother Country, but they had been 
raised in other countries. During the 
last thirty years the proportion of trade 
with the colonies and with foreign 
countries had practically remained 
stationary. If they took the figures 
for periods of five vears, they would 
find that we had imported from the 
colonies some 21 to 23 per cert. of our 
total imports, while we had exported to 
the colonies some 33 to 35 per cent. These 
figures, duriny the whole of this time, 
had remained stationary. There was 
not, therefore, any large increase of 
trade with our colonies. We were 
doing no larger trade with our colonies 
now than was done by us thirty years 
Our trade, under the policy of 
Free Trade, had prospered ; and, in his 
opinion, it would be folly to interier 
with a system under which we had 
benefited so largely, and which he, tor 
one, would be sorry to see done away 
with. 
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Mr. ELLIOT (Durham) said the de- 
bate upon this question had been ot a 
most interesting character, though the 
speech of the hon. Gentleman who had 
just sat down, he thought, had had very 
little to do with the subject before the 
House. When he considered the figures 
given by the right hon. Member tor 
Montrose, he felt that the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman to a great degree 
was no better. The right hon. Gentleman 
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jad not met the Chaneellor of the Ex- 
chequer in any way. He had spoken of 
those Who ad, pted the old-fashioned idea 
g Protection, and in almost all he 
jad said the right hon. Gentleman had 
carried him (Mr. Elliot) with him. For 
his part he would have supposed that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer himself 
wight have said “ Hear hear” to three- 


iourths of the speech of the right hon. , 


Gentleman. He was not ashamed to say 
that he himself was a Free Trader; but 
let the louse be practical—he was not 
oly a Free Trader, but a Free Trader in 
want of money, and it was absurd to 
keep out of sight all the necessities of 
the oceasion for which this Bill was 
brought in. If they were proposing to 
take up & loan, it would be easy enough 
toadvance sound arguments against the 
proposal, but the House had to look at 
the proposed tax as a whole. They had 
heard far too little of the other side of 
the account. Last year we had an ex- 
penditureof £212,000,000. That expend- 
iture, being a war expenditure, was no 
loubt abnormal. But it had been shown 
that the normal expenditure of the 
juntry was greatly growing ; and the 
juestion was—Were they going to raise 
the revenue required by the old system 
i taxation! It was obvious that they 
ould not go on, as they did in the old days, 
putting a little more on beer and spirits 
ind another penny on the income tax. 
[hat had been done in the past, but the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had shown 
that beer and spirits had been taxed 
upto the very highest limit, and that if 
ve put everything on to the income tax 
we should have nowhere to look for that 
reserve fund which we were always told 
we should have to look for in ease of 
war or difficulty. We dealt with the 
colonies for the same reason that we 
lealt with the whole world—because they 
‘upplied us with what we wanted; but to 
‘uppose it was good business or good 
patriotism to say we should put diffi- 
ulties in the way of trade with other 
‘ountries because the men of those 
‘ountries could not speak the English 
‘ongue, was absurd. In these days of 
mperialism there was a good deal of 
vntiment that was hardly entitled to 
that name, and when he heard these 
suggestions—that our trade and com- 
nerce were not to be regulated by business 
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principles, but with an idea of favouring 
everything that came from our colonies, 
he could only say that that was not true 
Imperialism. That was not, however, 
the question which they had to deal 
with on this occasion. The question 
with which they had to deal now was 
how this gigantic sum was to be raised. 
To put a duty on corn and other matters 
was not necessarily Protection. He chal- 
lenged the House to say whether, from 
the time of Sir Robert Peel down to the 
present day, it had ever been suggested 
that to put an import duty on any article 


for the purposes of revenue only 
was Protection. Mr. Gladstone and 
Mr. Lowe abolished the registration 


duty on corn, as everybody knew; but 
hon. Gentlemen opposite shut their 
eyes to the fact that when Mr. 
Gladstone abolished the registration duty 
he hada surplus of £900,000 which he 
did not want, and so he gave up the 
registration duty on corn. But the 
present duty on corn would bring in 
£2.500,000, which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer did want. ‘There had been 
no suggestions from right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite as tu an alternative way 
of raising this money. They, apparently, 
were pertectly contented with a surplus 


cf borrowed money. That was the 
case which had to be met. His right 


hon. friend had been accused of imposing 
a Protective duty, but against that they 
had the distinct statement of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, made not only 
on his own behalf but on behalf of the 
Government, that he did not intend to 
embark in the poliey of Protection, but 
would always carry out the policy of 
Free Trade. He had never known the 
Protectionists in that House lie so low 
as they had been doing tor the past few 
months, and he thought he could say 
that when he spoke of Protection the 
right hon. Member opposite conjured a 
phantom of a thing that could not exist. 


*(4.15.) Sm CHARLES DILKE 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ex- 
pressed the belief that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer's vague words were 
responsible for the prolongation of these 
debates. It was the duty of Memters 
—a duty which they owed to the House, 
the country, and the Empire—to insist 
either upon having a clear statement 
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from the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
on the matters with regard to which 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
ior Montrose had asked some questions 
but received no reply, or upon the 
Grovernment —and this would be the 
preferable coirse—giving the House an 
opportunity o. debating the subjects to 
be brought betore the conferences shortly 
held. ‘The House were in a great 
difficulty in ati mpting to discuss those 
proposals upon the clause under 
sideration. ‘Chat clause had been named 
by Sir Wilfrid Laurier as having an 
| 


essential bearing upon those proposal 


to be 


Con- 


the Chancellor oi the Exchequer, in reply 
to speeches, had discussed that bearing 
at considerable length; and vet it would 
be clearly out of order to follow into all 
their ramifications, or even their 
obvious ditheulties, the considerations 
to which those speeches naturally gave 
rise. Therefore, hampered as the House 
was, and impossible as it was to deny 
the momentous character of the decisions 
shortly to be arrived at, he appealed in 
the strongest terms to the Government 
to give the House an opportunity, as the 
colonial Legislatures had already had, 
of considering these questions. It was 
little short of monstrous that the countrv 
should be committed, as he believed it 
would be in the course of the next few 
weeks, to an entire change of fiscal policy, 
which would throughout the 
Empire affecting it} a marked degree 
our Indian Empire, the interests of 
which could not be discussed in the 
present debate — without Parliament 
being given opportunity, such as 
the colonial Legislatures had had, ot 
discussing the question. ‘The speech 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
the the speech ot 
Mr. Seddon reported in that day's papers, 
1} 
and 


more 


extend 


an 


on sume jines as 
he 


thing. 


; 
read them as meaning the same 


*SIR 


M. HICKS BEACH: [| entirely 


disagree. 


*sin CHARLES DILIKE said the words 
of the right hon. Gentleman were— 

“In a few 
conference of 
upon this que 


weeks we hope there will be a 
the representatives of the colonies 
stion of colonia! preference.” 
*Ssir M. HICKS BEACH: I think I 
said ** commercial relations.” 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


‘COMMONS} 





Boil, 


1004 

*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said the words 
as they appeared in The Times were 

‘“*In a few weeks we hope there will be 
a conference of the representatives of the 
colonies upon this question of colonial prefer- 
ence, as well as upon other questions affecting 
the interests of the Empire. . . . It is our 
policy to do what we can te make trade between 
ourselves and our colonies freer. . Cannot 
We try to treat the commercial relations 
hetween us that we may make trade freer than 
it is now, and that without necessarily injuring 
any foreign country at ally... 1 do not see 
why that should necessarily involve increased 
duties on our part against foreign nations.” 


so 


Those words pointed exactly to the poliey 
to which Mr. Seddon’s speech pointed, 
The proposals to which Mr. Seddon 
alluded had apparently been put before 
the other the House did not 
know whether in full they had been 
accepted by them, but they were pro- 
posals which came within the terms of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer's speech, 
They were proposals, not for increasing 
this duty against foreign countries, but 
for reducing it or taking it off in the case 
of the That was consistent 
with the words of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ; but he was bound to say that, 
knowing, as he did, that these proposals 
the Australian and New 
Zealand must have been before the right 
hon. Gentleman —he must have known of 
them 


colonies ; 


colonies. 


oi colonies 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: No. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE was glad the 
right hon. Gentleman was not acquainted 
with the proposals, but the extraordinary 
hetween his words and the 
proposals made by Mr. had 
certainly made him (the speaker) think 
he was so acquainted. ‘the point he 
desired to put to the Government was 
this: The bearing of the grain tax on the 
interests of India could be considered in 
the present debate, but the proposed 
preference within the Empire coud not 
be considered all round. They could not 
debate, for instance, the effect of a pre- 
ferential duty on wines. They might 
point out, but they could not adequately 
argue the question, that, as regarded this 
tax, any preference would lead to the 
American trade coming to this country 
by way of Canada, and it was impossible 
to prevent it. In attempting to discuss, 
on the present occasion, this enormously 
important question, they would be simply 
dancing in fetters, and he earnestly 
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appealed to the Government, on behalf of 
a large number of Members, that, before 
committed the country to the system 

ferences foreshadowed in the speeches 

t . . 

to which he had referred, they would 
the House of 


they 
twe\ 


of pre 


wive Commons an oppor 
mnity of considering a subject than 
hich ose more worthy of the attention 


be Honse could not be conceived. 
(4.23.) Mr.o SEELY (Lincoln) 
the same position as the right hon. 
man the “Member tor 
e had supported the 
ities on Sugar 
trongly 


] mr 
mty. phe 


Was in 
Gentle 
in that 
imposition of the 
and coal, and how obj eted 
imposition of the corn 
bey werd Durham, in 
supporting the tax, had the 
In 
happened in the early forties, 
commencement was made in the 
ot taxation, which ended in a 
ny plete Free he saidthatit seen 
» amount taxes reduced, but the 

ral policy on which = reduction was 


Montrose, 


to the 





eg for 
viven one ot 
stronves t possible eargume nts agains tit. 
loting What 


wheh a 


Trade, 
of the 


se, that gave it its great importance. 
Just so with the at nt tax The 
mount In itself was not serious, but it 


and 


serous 


was the veneral policy unplied by it 
vhich, if followed, might have 
esults, that made its opponents object to 
@ tax. The 
1 various 


proposal had been defended 
srounds, but 
ried from time to time, 
nother had 


these grounds 
atter 


been proved to be fallacious 


had va as one 


or unsound, On the assumption that 
the tax raised the price of wheat Is. a 
quarter, it affected the price of bread hy 
one-eight of a penny on the tlh. lout. 
One-elehth of a penny could not be col 


leetec Irom: anyone, so the practic al result 
would be to increase the price of the 41h, 
oat by ahalfpenny. If the price of wheat 
Was rising by Is. a quarter per month, the 
irice of bread would be increased by a half- 
penny one month sooner ; if wheat 
going down by Is. a quarter per 
F nonth, bread would go down a halipenny 





while, 


Was 


© ove month later than if there were no tax. 
Blo a man with a large family the tax 
= wou Id mean as much as 2d. in the £. on 

bis income. Such a tax, which fell 


eaviest on those who were least able to 
ear it, was one which obviously 
eyuired defending. The first defence 
g ves that it would have no effeet at all on 
tie price of bread. That defence had 
een practically abandoned. But the 
i trious objection was not the amount of 
4 ‘te burden imposed, but the fact that the 


q 
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tux was Protective, and that, in addition 
to the amount actually received by the 
Exchequer, there was a further amount 
which went to other people in the country. 


That had been denied, but let the House 
consider the effect of the tax in its work- 
ing. The price otf wheat in the local 
markets was regulated by the price of 


foreign wheat, and that was made up of 
two parts—the price the wheat in 
harbour, and the cost of the carriage from 
the harbour to the loeal markets. The 
price of the wheat in harboui the 
price that had to be paid to obtain in the 


ot 


Was 


—— harbours the quantity required 
by the people. The tax had not altered 
that price one jot or tittle; it had not 


abre vt 
to Eneland, and, 


altered the cost of growing wheat 


or the cost of bringing it 


according to those who sald it was not 
protective, it would not affect the pro 
duction of wheat in this country. The 
tax, therefore, would not atfect any of the 


circumstances which re cidlated the supply 
of corn or the demand in the 
ports, so that the price in harbour would 
remain the same as before. But 
added to the cost of bringing that 
to the local markets, so that 1s. 
to the price of corn in those markets, and 
the price of grain throughout the country 
Wits raised, In the eves of some peopl 
of Is. was 


for corn 
Is. Was 
corn 


Was added 


that rise not an absolutely 


fatal objection to the tax, but it was a 
very grave objection, and, in his opinio mn, 
it made it the worst possible way of rais- 


ng the money required, 
What the > That 
was a war tax and that the Govern 
wished to make every 
the country feel the pressure, 
everyone would willing to pay. He 
did not deny the desirability of that 
element in taxation, but he did say that 
this the worst tax they could have 
from that pomt of view. The war was 
over, and therefore this was no longer a 
war but it was a tax which 
ne to use the words ol 
hancellor of the Exchequer for 
permanently broadening our of 
taxation. He was one of those who sat 
at the feet of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire when they preached the necessity 


was second detence 
this 

nent person in 
und that 


| 
pe 


was 


tax, Was 


cessary, the 


basis 


for economy in the finances of this 
country. He did say to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was it wise in the 
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interests of economy to begin a series of 
taxes which would put them in the 
position of having large numbers of 
people in the country who were in 
favour of maintaining taxation at its 
present level. Surely the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was aware at the present 
moment of the truth of what he was 
saying. He had received resolutions 
from “gentlemen actually thanking the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for impos- 
ing this duty. Who ever thanked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for putting 
another ld. on the income tax, or who 
ever thanked him for imposing such 
taxes as they had had of late years? 
When they got people thanking the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for impos- 
ing taxation, it meant that they had a 
number of people who were interested 
in the tax. There were many hon. 
Members who had supported this tax 
with the idea that it would be felt by 
the people of this country, and because 
they thought it was desirable that the 
people should feel the pressure of 
taxation. He appealed to them, how- 
ever, to remember this tact, that the 
very poor would feel it, and the people 
who would teel it the most would be 
those whose influence upon political 
questions was the very least. They had 
a large number of persons who were 
personally interested in the maintenance 
of taxation. In other countries it had 
been found that great trouble in reduce- 
ing expenditure was caused by the 
eXistence of large numbers of people 
who, being interested in a portion of 
the taxation. found that it was to their 
interest to increase and maintain ex- 
penditure lest that portion of the 
taxation should be reduced. ‘The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said that one 
of the most serious things he had 
experienced at the end of the war, 
was that the fecling of the country had 
been not how he should reduce expendi 
ture, or how he should retrench, but 
how he should spend the money. That 
was to his mind a grave situation. It 
was a situation on the gravity of which 
this tax had seriously increased, and the 
maintenance of this tax as a permanent 
one—and still more if it was followed by 
the imposition of other taxes of a similar 
character—must make that situation 


Mr. Seely, 
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still worse. He did not wish to ex- 
aggerate or to imply that in any way 
he doubted the statement of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer when he said 
that he was a free trader, and when he 
said that, nothing was farther from his 
mind than to allow this country to be 
dragged into the old bad system of 
taxation. He did say, however, that 
he thought the right hen. Gentleman 
had been unfortunate in the policy he 
had adopted, and he was afraid the right 
hon. Gentleman had been misled by 
the inquiries he had made as to the 
effect of taking off the tax, because it 
had no effect upon the price. The effect 
upon the price was produced at the time 
when the Budget was introduced, and 
that had something to do with the right 
hon. Gentleman yielding to the pressure 
which had been brought to bear in the 
country, in favour of the re-imposition 
ef this tax. He hoped that if it were 
impossible for this tax to be removed 
this year, that when they came to 
discuss the finances of the country next 
year, and in the future, they would not 
be hampered in the most serious duty 
which this House had to perform, that 
of diminishing and supervising the 
enormous expenditure of the country 
in face of the opposition of a large 
number of people who were interested 
in maintaining that expenditure. He 
should support the Resolution whieh 
had been moved. 


*(4.35.) Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Rotherham) said he was glad to 
have the opportunity of supporting the 
proposition made by tke right hon Gen- 
tleman the Member for Montrose. He 
demurredsomewhat to the argument put 
forward by the hon. Member for 
Durham, who said that this particular 
tax which they were now considering 
was one of very great importance and 
necessity to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. He submitted that if this 
tax were necessary a few weeks ago, 
the improved political conditions in 
which the country now happily found 
itself had taken away the urgency 
which prevailed before. He held that 
the yield of this tax, substantial as it 
was, was nevertheless infinitesimal in 
comparison with the vast and iar- 
reaching consequences which it would 
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be likely to bring in its train in the 
shape of the upheaval and reversal 
of our whole fiscal system. He felt 
grateful to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Montrose for having 
dealt with this subject in an important 
speech that afternoon. He hoped that 
one effect of that speech would be to steady 
the public opinion of the country in 
regard to its fiscal policy and make 
it still more resolved not to let go that 
sheetwinchor of Free Trade which had 
done so much to build up the commercial 
prosperity of this nation. 

He confessed that he had a very 
strong teeling of sympathy with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer when he 
expressed his desire to promote the 
closer commercial relations of the mother 
country with the Colonies on the basis 
of Free Trade. but he thought that was 
much more of a theoretical than a 
practical question. If the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would stick firmly to 
thistheory, he felt sure that he would 
receive a large measure of support from 
the Opposition side of the House. There 
was something they might do to 
improve their commercial relations with 
the Colonies, and that was to do all they 
could to study their requirements and 
their respective markets, and the Colonies 
in return should do all they could to 
study the requirements of the home 
market. He thought a study of that 
nature would promote good feeling and 
increase the volume of commercial 
transactions passing toand fro between 
the mother country and the Colonies. 
They should see to it that if they had 
more Free Trade within the Empire it 
should not be at the expense of a 
diminution of the Free Trade which they 
enjoyed without the Empire. He agreed 
with some speakers who had preceded 
him as to the great importance of keep- 
ing their minds open with regard to 
some of the proposals which would be 
considered by the Colonial Premiers 
during the next few weeks, but in return 
for that he thought they might reason- 
ably ask that a full opportunity should 
be given to them later on of discussing 
whatever proposals were the outcome of 
the conference withthe Colenial Premiers, 
when they had reached a definite and 
concrete form. 
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He therefore, most strongly supported 
the appeal made by the right hon. baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean, and 
he trusted the House would have a full 
and adequate opportunity of dealing 
with this question in detail. The views 
of their Colonies were entitled to their 
deepest respect, but the colonial represen- 
tatives, he thought, would cordially con- 
cedethat the views of the United Kingdom 
were similarly entitled to every con- 
sideration. There was another class on 
whose behalf he wished to put in a plea. 
He thought that the traders of this 
country should have an opportunity of 
expressing their views on any such 
proposals. That was donein 1896 when 
there was an Imperial Congress of 
Chambers of Commerce assembled in 
this city, and he recollected that this 
question of an Imperial Zollvercin was 
very fully debated. At that time the pro- 
posal had the powerful advocacy of the 
Colonial Secretary, but when it came to 
be carefully examined at the hands of 
practical traders the result was that it was 
seen that it bristled with so many fatal 
and insuperable objections that the 
original proposal which seemed sg) 
plaus.ble at the outset was in the end 
entirely dropped, and quite an innocuous 
one was passed in its stead. What was 
one of the considerations which convinced 
those business men of the impracticabl 
character of this proposal? One of the 
considerations was that if we began to 
differentiate in favour of one part of the 
world we should have to differentiate 
against another part of the world, and 
if we differentiated against foreign 
nations from whom we got raw materials. 
it would handicap our own industries 
and prevent them being carried on in a 
satisfactory manner, and make it quite 
impossible for us in the future to hold 
that commanding position in the 
great neutral markets of the world 
which this country had up to the 
present held. This would be a fata! 
objection, particularly in regard to the 
cotton trade, but other trades would 
be similarly affected. If they began to 
impose a duty on iron ore, coming 
from Spain or elsewhere outside 
the Empire, the iron trade would be 
hopelessly handicapped, and it would 
become impossible for the iron and stee| 


trades to be earried on. In another 
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respect also we should at once find 
ourselves face to face with a serious 
position if we began to discriminate 
against foreign nations, for we should lose 
the advantage of the ‘* most favoured 
nation” condition which hitherto we had 
enjoyed. If we discriminated in favour 
of tea from India and Ceylon, we should 
be ipso fucto discriminating against tea 
from China. A commission had been sent 
to China to try to negotiate a 
commercial treaty with that great empire 
from which we expected so much, and 
it was clear that an _ insuperable 
difficulty would be imposed in the way 


new 


of Sir James MeKay, who had charge of 
that commission, and he would un 


doubtedly not have so good a chance oi 
concluding a satisfactory arrangement if 
to discriminate against China 
in this matter. It clear to the 
House, he thought, that if a war otf 
taritfs were to result many of our pro- 
lucers must be seriously penalised, and 
it they were to penalise production then 
employment in this country would be 
prop rtionat ‘ly diminished. He did not 
think a in that direction 
would tend to consolidate the Empire or 
+} 


ne 


we were 


Was 


movement 


increase sood feeling between thi 
colonies and the mother country which 


they were all anxious to promote. 


(4.46.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) said he did not quite under 
stand the apprehensions which hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, or some of them, 
seemed to feel on the point on which 
they had laid so much stress this after- 


noon. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Forest of Dean made an 
earnest appeal to the Government, and 


he was supported by other speakers, 
that no great change in the fiseal policy 
of this country should allowed to 
take place without opportunities o/ dis- 
eussion being afforded in Parliament. 
Surely such an appeal was altogether 
unnecessary and beside the mark. Was 
it conceivable for a moment that a great 
change that kind could ever take 
place without Parliament being heard 
with regard to it? The right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite could command an 
opportunity whenever they pleased, and 
assuming that there was such a 
change contemplated by His Majesty’s 
he was quite certain 


be 


ot 


Government 


Mr. Holland, 
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they would be ready to afford op- 
portunity for discussion. He was 
glad to hear from his speech that 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Montrose Burghs was actuated 
by no party motives whatever. Hitherto 
this tax had been known and 
described in the House ot Commons and 
the country as the registration duty on 
corn, but owing to the publicity given 
to it in these debates it would be known 
in future as the Peel shilling duty on 
When hon. and h 
Gentlemen denounced it in the relentless, 
and savage, manner they had 
lone during these debates he thought 


they did injustice to the men ory and 


corn 


right 


corn. g hon. 


almost 


the traditions of the great man who was 
first responsible for the tax. who intro- 
duced it it and who main 
tained it during the rest of his career. 


The hon. Member for Lin on HF i de- 


to Parliament, 


nounced the tax as the worst tax intro 
duced at the worst possible time. With 
great respect to his hon. frie nd, 
thought it was exactly thi pp IS] it 
was one of the best taxes that could he 
intr duced, for this rea-On. It raised « 
large revenue, which could t I 
tained by any otner means with less 
disturbance to trade and less injury 
to any single class  o the com- 
munity than by this tax. The ho 
Member said, what on this side of the 


d always denied, that it 


House they hi 
would have a permanent 
creasing the price of the food of the 
very poorest people in the country. 
They heard a great deal on that subject 
on the last occasion when this question 

and he should like to 
say one parting word on that point 
this debate closed. as the 


eect in in 





was discussed 


to 
cardinal fallacy which, in his opinion, 
underlay the whole of the = argu- 
ment, when it that the 
rise in the price of g was due to 
the imposition of this duty.  Rea'ly, 
one would think that 1} Gentlemen 


before 


was said 


rain 


hon. 
on the Opposition side of the House, were 
ef opinion that taxation was the only 
factor which affected the question of 
the rise ol price. Member after Member 
had got up and drawn pictures of the 
hitter suffering—the word starvation had 
frequently been used—which would be 
brought on the very poorest of the 


poor by the imposition of this tax. He 
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had hoped that the condition of the 
poorest classes in those days was con- 
than it undoubtedly 
was in years gone by. Whether he was 
right or wrong on that point, he main- 
tained, and he was ready to demonstrate, 
that it due not to the ls. duty 
but to other causes altogether. At the 
very commencement of these debates 
he reminded the House of the fluctua- 
tions which were for ever occurring in 
the price of wheat. There had been a 
very striking proof of this since the 
duty was imposed, and the mere state- 
ment of the fact was e conclusive answer 
to all the lueubrations of hon. and right 
hon. (sentlemen opposite with regard 
to the effect of the 1s. duty. He should 
like to know how many hon. Gentlemen 
in the House were aware of what had 
ocurred as to the course of the 
prices of wheat since the Budget was 
introduced. He had taken the trouble 
figures on the subject from a 
very authoritative source——the Board of 
Agriculture—-rp to a short 
he thought it would be extremely 
interesting for the House, as they had 
not been quoted before, to know what 
they were. On March 1l—a fortnight 
the introduction of the Budget 
l Wheat was 27s. Id. per 


Mareh &, 27s.; 


$I lerably better 


was 


tI 


time ago, 


hetore 
the price ofr! 
juarter ; on 2 on March 
15, 27s. 1d.; on March 22, 27s. 1d.: on 
March 29, 27s. 2d.; on April 5, 27s. 3d.; 

27s. 5d., and on April 19, 
ythat in the 
five or six weeks after the Budget state- 
ment was made wheat varied in price 
exactly to the extent of 6d. On April 
26 it 28s. 9d.; on May 3 to 
2s. Id; on May 10 to 30s. Sd.; on 
Mav 17 to 31s. 1d.; and on May 24 


) 
%is. 7d. That was to 


rose to 





to3ls. 6d. What did that mean? That 
was a rise of nearly 5s. per quarter since 
a fortni¢ht before the time that the 
Budget was introduced. That in itself, 
quite irrespective of the shilling duty, 
was more than sufficient to account for 
all the rise that had oceurred in the 
price of bread. He should like to say to 
the Committee that all this was foreseen 
oY the 


authorities in the corn 


dated April 21, from one of the highest 


authorities engaged in the corn trade in | 


Lond nm. 


He did not give his name- 
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trade. | 
He had received the following letter, | 
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only for this reason, that he had not 
asked his permission to do so—but it was 
as follows— 

“Tt is most unfortunate that at the same 
time as the Ministry issued the Budget with 
the taxation on grain and flour the Americans 
found that the red winter wheat crop, which 
isthe largest in the United States, was con 
siderably damaged, and a rise in price conse 
quently followed; this will undoubtedly be 
taken advantage of by the opponents of the 
Ministry tosay that dearer bread is caused by 
the new taxation, whereas it is the outcome of 
higher foreign markets on poor crop reports.” 
He quoted that to show whet was the 
opinion among business men with regard 
to the effect of the shilling dut [His 
correspondent turned out to be a true 
prophet in two respects first of ail the 
attitude which would be taken by hon. 
Gentlemen on the ¢ pposil on side of the 
secondly, in regard to the 
course of the price of wheat. 





House and, 

There was 
which he 

wished to press On the attention o! hon. 

Gentlemen opposite. Hefound that tl 

, 


something else equally true 


wereinnumerable markets in the « ountry 


where wheat was quoted at from 32s. to 
55s. per quarter. But 35s. per quarter 
Was a price for wheat hich in these 
days was entirely abnormal. Ile should 
Say that taking one year with another 
25s. or 26s. was more like the average 
figure. It was as certain vthing 


that the 
shortly change, 


considerable tall 


could he price we ld very 
and that the 
a very 
months were over—a larger fall, 
than the rise of 5s., which. he 
even the most determined opponents of 
this tax would not attribute t the 
shilling duty. He 
that that would show 
value of 


supposed, 


Was verv confident 
once for all the 
the statements urved from the 
other side ef the House as to the misery 
and starvation which was going to fall 
on the poorer classes of this country 
entirely in consequence of the imposition 
of this shilling duty. 

A single illustration would show the 
absurdity of the whole charge. It so 
happened that the day after the clause 
imposing the duty passed through Com- 
mittee he two 
One 


Came across passages 


in two London papers. was from 
‘s and 


from an article in Zhe 


a leading article in the Muily Neu 
the other was 
Times, on the price of wheat. The article 
in the Duily News was headed, ‘‘ The 
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Wolf at the Door,” and it ran in this 
fashion. 


‘*The bread tax has been closured through 
the Committee stage, and the country is a step 
nearer the dark days of dear bread and protee- 
tion which we had hoped had gone for ever. 
He then turned to Zhe Times, and the 
first thing he came across in that journal 
was the quotation of the price of wheat 
in Salisbury market- 

“English wheat is another shilling per 
quarter down.” 

And 

* English wheat has lost another sbilling 

per quarter.” 


At all events, wheat had fallen in price ; 


2s. per quarter, or double the amount of 
the tax. He did not think that any- 
thing could show more completely the 
absurdity of the denunciations which 
had been levelled against this tax in and 
out of Parliament than these two quo- 
tations from two different papers on the 
same day. Unless the whole position 
changed in regard to the price of 
wheat in this country, he believed that 
in a very few months there would bea 
considerable fall in the price of that grain. 
What a commentary that would be on 
the statements of hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite as to the misery that 
was to befal the poor through the im- 
position of this shilling corn tax. He 
supported the tax, not because it was a 
question of Protection, but because he 
believed it to be the best, the simplest 
and easiest mode of raising what was 
stated to be a necessary revenue, and 
which would, at the same time, inflict 
the least possible harm on any class of 
the community. He did not often in- 
dulge in prophecy, but he ventured to 
predict that the day was not far distant 
when hon. and right hon. Gentlemen on 
the opposite side of the House would be 
only too anxious to forget what they 
had said from the very beginning in 
regard to this question. 


(5.5.) Mr. CALNE (Cornwall, Camborne) 
said that it was not expected that the 
debate that afternoon would turn on 
the question of Free Trade ora Zollverein 
embracing the Colonies. There was a 
good old proverb which stated that 
coming events cast their shadows before, 
and he thought there was some reason 


Mr. Chaplin. 
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to believe that the shadow of a Zoll- 
verein, accompanied by Protection, was 
approaching. There was an imposing 
structure of timber and straw in the 
street leading to the House with the 
motto upon it, “Canada, the Granary 
of the Empire.” That was clearly ay 
indication of the belief in Canada that 
America was in the future to be eut 
off from supplying us with food stuffs 
in favour of Canada. Now, we got, 
comparatively speaking, no  manv- 
factures from the Colonies, and if we 
were to have any reciprocity at all 
between them and ourselves, we must 
put on duties on the raw materials and 
food imported from foreign countries. 
But cheap food and cheap raw materials 
had been the basis of the prosperity of 
this country during the last century, 
and why should we seek to check that 
by imposing import duties on raw 
materials and food from for«ign countries, 
such as the United States, which were 
developing their great natural resources 
with enterprise and spirit, and give a 
preference to the imports from the 
Colonies? If we had reciprocity with 
the Colonies we should have to put a 
duty on wool imported from Morocco, 
from South Africa, from Cashmere and 
from the Argentine. If import duties 
were to be paid on the wool from all 
those countries, he believed that the 
great woollen manufacturing industry 
of Yorkshire would wither, for it was 
necessary that the spinners and weavers 
of Yorkshire should be able to buy 
their raw material—their wool of every 
different quality—from all parts of the 
world. Then take the steel industry, 
in which he was interested—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentle 
man is going too far in following that 
line of argument in connection with 
the Motion before the House. 


Mr. CAINE acknowledged that accord- 
ing to the forms of the House he might 
be considered out of order, and there 
fore he would obey Mr. Speaker’s ruling 
and would not pursue this matter 
further. He expressed the hope, hovw- 
ever, that the House might have an 
opportunity of discussing this question 
at some length on a future occasion. 
It was idle to doubt that this particular 
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‘ause was encouraging the distinguished 
ging 8 


representatives of the Colonies who 
were coming to England for the 
Coronation, in the belief that some 


sort of Zollverein, some sort of arange- 
ment with the Colonies for differen- 
tial duties was in the air. It was 
unfair that the House should 
o depend on casual debates 
of this kind in order to get some 
information. He trusted that the Govern- 
ment would seriously consider the appeal 
mide to them from that side of the 
House for an opportunity to have a 
proper discussion on this question. The 
Speaker might even allow the adjourn- 
ment of the House to be moved in order 


to debate it. 


most 


have 


MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire), said that he had had no com- 
letters, no in- 
sinuations of any sort from his constituents 
; which the Govern- 
were imposing. He believed that 
the tax was based on justice, and he 


( I 


SIR 
munications, no private 


this corn tax 


avast 


men 


looked upon the long, dreary, and 
shallow debates upon it as mere waste 
f time. Since the debate had been in- 


augurated there had been a very small 
attendance. Nobody had 
present except the professional 
politicians, who looked upon the tax as a 
change in the fiscal of the 
country. It was nothing of the kind. 
They had already heard ad neuseam that 
when the Liberal Party were in power 
and had a surplus of £900,000, and 
therefore had a chance of abolishing the 
duty, which was then regarded as only a 
registration duty, they did not do so. 
Now, on the present occasion, there was 
no surplus. Borrowed money was not a 
surplus, although it might be so in the 


ind listless 


been 


system 


eves of the professional politicians 
opposite. [oud cries from the Opposi- 


tion Benches of “Who are they!” “Name, 
name.” | He did not require to name 
them; they were too well known. He 
thought it was somewhat hard that so 
much had been said about the Zollverein 
before the proposition had been  con- 
sidered by the colonial representatives : 
but he had no objection if the Govern- 
ment would give a future day to discuss 
the matter. He should be delighted to 
have a freer trade with the Colonies than 
with the rest of the world; but he did 
not see how that could be brought about 
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quite as easily as some hon. Gentlemen 
imagined. The Government did not 
look upon this corn tax as a return to 
Protection : it was only a revenue duty. 
He, with the Government, was perfectly 
convinced that it would not raise the 
price of bread. In Glasgow, the second 
city in the Empire, there had been no rise 
in the price of bread, although there had 
been a slight rise in the price of feeding 
stuffs, which was due to a temporary 
panic. 


*Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
commented onthe fact that the hon. 
Member who had just sat down had 
commenced his speech with the state- 
ment that he had had no representations 
from his constituents. The hon. Mem- 
ber having said that had proceeded to 
inform the House that his constituents 
thought this tax was not protective ; 
that it did not affect the price of 
bread; and that the shallow debates on 
this subject in this House were a 
waste of time. Having regard to the 
admission made in the openin. of his 
speech, he (Mr. McKenna) was inclined 
to think the views expressed were not the 
views of his constituents, but of the hon. 
Member himself. With regard to this tax, 
he desired to draw attention to what took 
place in October 1900. The month of 
October 1900, was an important date, 
because at that time a General Election 
was in progress, and the speeches made 
at that time laid down the policy of the 
Government during their tenure of 
office. There was one speech to which 
he would like to refer. Ina speech made 
in the Liverpool Chamber of Commerce, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said 

“We must remember that our great imports 
from our Colonies were raw material and food, 
and to suppose that after fifty years experience 
ot what the treedom from taxation of raw 
material and f od mean, this country will 
deliberately resort to a system of taxing raw 
material and foods from foreign countries is to 
my mind an absolute impossibility.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I know 
where the hon. Gentleman has got that 
from. It is from one of those veracious 
pamphlets circulated by the Financial 
Reform Association: and the obvious 
meaning of that speech from which he 
has read that short quotation is this. 
What I was alluding to was the old 
system of Protection which existed filty 
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years ago. This tax fifty years ago 
was imposed by Sir Robert Peel when 
he abolished Protection, and it was 
maintained for twenty years, and was 
only abolished thirty years ago. There- 
fore it is perfectly obvious that, when I 
spoke of fifty years of experience of what 
freedom from taxation of imports of raw 
material and food meant, | could not 
possibly have alluded to this tax. 


*Mr. MCKENNA said it was, of course, 
perfectly obvious that this proposal of ls. a 
quarter on wheat, was very much lessthan 
the imposition on food at the time when 
the principle of Free Trade was adopted, 
but it was never-the-less true that not 
only those who sat on the Liberal side of 
the House, but he believed the country 
as well, understood that when the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequercame into office in 1900, his 
policy was the policy of Free Trade ; that 
he would maintain Free Trade; and that 
he would resist any taxation on the 
staple food of the country. The defence 
made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
with regard to this particular tax, that 
thirty years ago that tax was taken off 
by another Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
was no ground for his reimposing it 
There were a few figures which he 
wished to lay before the House. The 
House had been told so often that 
we had been losing ground owing 
to the competition of our rivals; that 
we must widen the bases of taxation 
and that we must protect our manufac- 
turers, that he made no apology for the 
figures he was about to give to show 
how disastrous would be Protection on 
our foreign trade. The figures he pro- 
posed to quote were the figures of the 
foreign trade of the United States of 
America and of this country. He pro- 
posed to compare the year 1840, which 
was before Free Trade was introduced 
into this country, with the figures of 
1900, which was almost the last year 
before, as he was afraid, we were 
going back to the policy of Protection. 
The House would bear in Emind that 
in comparing the figures of the trade 
of two countries, the amount of trade 
per head was the only true comparison 
that could be made, and the House 
would also remember that the population 
of the United States of America is nearly 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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twice that of the United Kingdom. In 
1840 the foreign trade of the United 
States of America per head was £2 8s., 
and that of the United Kingdom £4 5s.; 
in 1900 the trade of the United States 
of America per head was £6 5s. 8d., and 
that of the United Kingdom £19 5s. 10d. 
In sixty years, therefore, the trade of 
the United States of America per head 
had increased by £3 17s. 8d., whilst that 
of the United Kingdom had increased 
by £15. Those were remarkable figures 
to illustrate how we had prospered when 
we had left our manufacturers free, and 
when we did not indulge in a system of 
protection. ‘The figures of the shipping 
trade were even more remarkable. In 
1860 the United States of America’s 
estimated tonnage of sea-going shipping 
was 2,380,000; in 1901 it was 880,000, 
so that it had been reduced to a little 
more than one-third. The figures for the 
United Kingdom were 4,660,000 in 1860, 
and 9,300,000 in 1900, so that that part 
of our trade which gave us our great 
invisible exports had doubled. That 
was another example of the benefit of 
Free Trade. 

Now, the House had been told that 
this tax was not Protection, and the hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Treasury 
put forward an interesting argument in 
support of that view on the Second 
Reading. The hon. Gentleman argued 
that this was not Protection, because 
the essential of a protective tax was 
that it should protect, and he asked, did 
anyone suggest that this tax would result 
in keeping out of the country one 
quarter of foreign corn, or that it would 
result in putting one acre under corn 
that was not already under it* But that 
definition of protection was not the right 
definition. A Protective tax was one 
that protected the seller of goods in this 
country against the consumer; a tax 
which enabled the seller to get a higher 
price, from the consumer. That the 
seller should be able to get a higher 
price it was usually necessary to keep 
foreign goods out of the country, but 
that was not essential. If by this tax the 
| producer of corn in this country was 
‘protected against the consumer then 
it was a Protective tax. There could 
‘be no doubt that the effect of this 
tax would, and must be, to raise the 
price of corn in this country. The 
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right hon. Member for Sleaford had 
given Some interesting figures to show 
that the price of corn fluctuated from 
other causes besides taxation; nobody 
disputed that. But if a tax of Is. 
were put upon corn, it would not fall so 
low by Is. as it would if the tax 
were not put on; and if a tax of Is. 
were put on, it would go higher by a 1s. 
than it otherwise would if there were 
no tax. 

The hon. Baronet who had spoken 
last had talked of the House having 
voted Supply, and having committed itself 
to raising the taxation, and of its now 
being unwilling to meet the expenditure 
except out of borrowed money. That 
attack was hardly a fair one to make 
against the Liberal side of the House. 
For his own part, he would have pre- 
ferred to have seen an extra penny on 
the income tax rather than this ls. on 
corn. The income tax was now 1s. 3d. 
inthe pound, and that waslooked upon as 
avery large amount; but only on Monday 
last an award was given in the case of 
the arbitration of the North Country 
miners, which reduced their wages by 
10 per cent. That amounted, so far as 
they were concerned, to an income tax 
of Is. 3d., but they did not grumble. 
We had been rightly described as the 
richest eountry in the world, and he 
submitted that the richest people in the 
country could better afford to pay an 
extra penny on the income tax than the 
poorest of the poor could afford to pay 
this ls. corn tax. 

This was not a case of getting a 
necessary contribution from the masses 
of the people in order to meet the ex- 
penditure of the war, and the people 
who were asked to pay it were people 
who had to pay, not out of their com- 
forts, not out of a reduction of their 
luxuries, but out of their food supply, 
which they could not spare. We were 
imposing on these people—one quarter 
of the population of Great Britain—a 
tax which they could only pay by having 
insufficient food. 


Finance 


(5.30.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, E.) said the right hon. Gentle- 
man had referred to the figures given 
by the right hon. Member for Slea- 
ford, but he had omitted to point out 
one thing which he 


should have 
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pointed out, which was that all the 
fluctuations dealt with by the right hon. 
Gentleman were rising and not falling 
fluctuations. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN said that was exactly 
the opposite of what he had pointed out 
with regard to the fluctuations referred 
to. In support of this argument he had 
given two specific cases of falling fluctua- 
tions. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said the 
right hon. Gentleman had then proceeded 
to prophesy, and had ended his prophecy 
by saying that in a few month: 
there would be a considerable reduction 
in the price of corn. But the right hon. 
Gentleman gave no figures upon which 
to ba-e that prophecy. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN pointed out that he 
had said the 35s. in these days was an 
abnormally high price for wheat. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE | said 
the right hon. Gentleman had also 


forgotten that this tax not only involved 
the ls. which would go to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, but other 
charges from which he would derive 
no benefit, but which the people would 
have to pay. If the omission of th’s 
clause had reference only to a technical 
matter, he should not have ventured 
to have intervened in the debate; but 
there were two questions involved upon 
which he would like to say a few words. 
First of all, was this taxation necessary ! 
Having regard to the statement made 
that the surplus at this time was due 
to borrowed money, he thought there was 
some necessity for further taxation, 
hut, in his opinion, though there should 
be some taxation to pay off the cost of 
the war, it ought not to be taxation on 
the food of the people of this country. 
What he objected to in this proposal 
was that the tax which was proposed 
by the Chancellor of the Exehequer 
was a tax on the food-stuffs of the 
people. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer objected to the pamphlet issued 
by the Financial Reform Association, 
but there were other words also in 
that pamphlet which were « propos 
to the debate and to this question. 
The right hon. Gentleman said at that 
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meeting it had not been his fate to 
inaugurate some great fiscal change. 
The power which had been granted 
to the Government was given for a 
very different purpose, and if any such 
fiscal change as this were going to be 
introduced, if this reform wa 
he made at the conference of Colonial 
Premiers soon to take place, he ventured 
to sav before this change was made it 
was the duty of the Government, before 
the convention or the treaty was ratified 
by the Government, to refer it to the 
House. And in strict justice it ought 
to be referred to the country. He did 
not suppose f moment that the 


. j ao 
s going to 


for a 
Government would appeal to the country 
on any fiscal arrangement agreed to by 
the with the Colonial 
Premiers, but no such change ought 
to take place before the House had 
tested the arguments. He objected to 
the payment by the working classes 
of this new duty on corn. It had been 
said that laying a tax upon corn would 
bring home to the people their responsi- 
bility ior their share in the war. But 
there was no difference between this 
and a tax on tea or tobacco with regard 
to bringing home the responsilLility. 
The difference was that the one article 
a necessary, and the others were 
only luxuries. The real argument that 
must be used in support of the tax was 


Government 


was 


that, inasmuch as the population 
increased automatically every year, 
the increase of the consumption of 
corn must keep up with the increase 


of the nation, and that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer of the day, whoever he 
might be, slowly but surely got an 
increased amount into the Treasury 
from the tax, because it was impossible 
for anyone not to evade it by not econ- 
suming the particular article taxed. A 
great number of people in this country 
were teetotalers, and the taxation on 
wine, beer, and spirits was evaded by 
them ; many did not smoke, and conse- 
quently did not pay the tax on tobacco; 
but that was not so in this odious tax, 
for odious he considered it--everybody 
must pay this. When this registration 


tax was in operation before, it only cost 

the people 9d. a head,now it was going to 

cost 1s. 7d., and when that was added to 

the cost of the sugar duty, it would be 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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found that the two together were equi- 
valent to a poll tax of 5s. And all this 
was done, as was stated by the noble 
Lord the Member for South Kensington, 
in order that the people might feel their 
responsibility by a personal sacrifice. 
But the personal sacrifice demanded 
from the people was ten or twenty times 
as much as the noble Lord wished to pay 
himself. The right hon. Gentleman had 
told the Committee that this was partly 
a war tax and partly a permanent tax. 
The right hon. Gentleman had gone 
down to Bristol, and had told the people 
that he proposed to charge a_ large 
portion of the cost of this war to the 
Transvaal, but only a few days ago he 
had told the House that a large part of 
the borrowed surplus was to be devoted 


to the temporary advantage of the 
Transvaal. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: What I say 
is, some of it may be temporarily used 
for the purpose of rebuilding and restock 
ing farms in the Transvaal and purposes ot 
that kind, until a Transvaal guaranteed 
loan can be raised. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
it appeared that this war tax was to be 
found by the people of this country. 
He ventured to say it would have been 
more honest on the part of the Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer if he had told 
the people of Bristol, and, through them, 
the people of the country, that he was pre- 
pared to tax their food in order to leave 
the resources of the Transvaal untouched 
until some distant day. It seemed to 
him that the right hon. Gentleman, 
instead of putting this war tax on the 
people, should have laid some greater 
burden on the great accumulations 
of capital in this country, which 
amounted to no less than £15,000,000 
uf income a year, and accumulated 
annually nearly £200,000,000 of capital. 
What we wanted in this country to 
break up the congested districts was 
cheap and wholesome food, but this tax 
would to some extent make it more 
difficult to obtain that food. In this 
respect the Government were making 
taxation synonymous with  privation, 
and that was a course of political and 
financial conduct against which he 
entered his most earnest protest. 
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*(5.38.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): This 


Finance 


tax has now been debated on several 
occasions, but, speaking for myself as to 
the impression made in my own mind, | 
must contess that the longer it is debated 
the more dense is the cloud of obscurity 
which hangs around it, and the more 
difficult it is to understand why the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer continues 
to press it. ‘Phe case of necessity, such 
as it was, which was presented on the 
introduction of the Budget—not, as 
many of us thought at the time, a very 
convincing or even plausible case—has 
entirely disappeared. and the House is 
at this moment, I venture to say, abso- 
lutely in the dark as to the destination 
ot the proceeds of this tax. We may 
hope that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer may be able, as he indicated a 
lew nights ago,- by means of this tax to 
reinstate the Sinking Fund, and to begin 
again the process of repaying the debt. 
Wemay hope that; but we may also 
iear—-and to my mind the fear is just as 
well founded as the hope--that the 
proceeds of this tax will be intercepted 
rom any such innocuous purpose, and 
that, in view of the dilatory and ambigu- 
ous statements of the Government as to 
the final form which the Edueation Bill 
istotake, they may be diverted in the 
direction of relieving the rates and 
financing the denominational schools. | 
venture to say that the House of 
Commons in a matter of this kind ought 
not to be left a prey either to hopes or 
to fears. It ought to have certain 
knowledge; but at this moment. when 
wearc at the Report stage of the Bill, 
all that we actually know is that the 
proceeds of this tax are going to be 
collected and thrown without label or 
earmark into the National Exchequer, 
to be applied to some unspecified and 
indefinable purpose ; and the only  safe- 
guard we have is the good intentions of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. Quite 
apart irom the merits of the tax, that 
state of ignorance as to its ultimate 
appropriation is amply sufficient to 
justify our opposition to this clause. 

But what are the merits of the case ? 
[do not want to go over again the 
ground so frequently traversed, and 
necessarily traversed, in the course of 
the debates; but many things which 
at the beginning of the discussion were 
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matters of controversy, are now common 
ground of general agreement. I say 
that this tax—and | do not think t 
shall state in the two or three proposi- 
tions | am about to lay down anything 
which is fairly disputable — as regards 
some of the articles enumerated in the 
schedule, and to which it is to be applied, 
is obviously and undeniably a tax on 
the first necessaries of life, and as regards 
other articles enumerated in the sche- 
dule, it is a tax on the raw material of 
important manufactures. I say again 
that, as regards some of the articles, not 
all, it is true,—not maize, not rice—but 
certainly as regards wheat and flour, it 
is either admittedly or demonstratively 
a Protective tax. As regards} flour, we 
had an admission from the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer himself in the debate 
the other night on the proposition of 
my hon. friend the Member for Devon- 
port to reduce the duty on flour irom 
5d. to 4d., that the foreign manu- 
facturer as compared with the home 
manufacturer would be at a disadvan- 
tage—that, in fact, this duty on flour, 
in the form and at the figure in the 
schedule, is a Protective duty to the 
extent of 20 per cent. in favour of the 
home producer as against the foreign 
producer. I say these are propositions 
which cannot be disputed. 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do dispute 


them. 


*Mr. ASQUITH: The right hon. 
Gentleman may have changed his mind. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No; I deny 
that it is a Protective tax to the extent 
of 20 per cent. 


*Mr. ASQUITH: Of course, 1 do not 
mean to commit the right hon. Gentle- 
man to the 20 per cent.; that 1s my 
own inference; but he did admit that 
the foreign manufacturer, as compared 
with the home manufacturer, would 
be at a disadvantage, and that is quite 
sufficient for the purposes of my argu- 
ment. 

Then, Sir, this tax, which possesses 
the characteristics I have described, is a 
tax which, upon the highest estimate, is 
going to produce a relatively insignificant 
sum for the purposes of the Exchequer, 
and which, owing to the reductions which 
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the Chancellorof the Exchequer has made, 
and very properly made, in the figures 
of the schedule, will yield a still more 
unimportant sum than appeared when 
the Budget was originally introduced. 
So that you have got, to sum up, a 
tax partly on raw material, partly on 
food, as to some of its features Pro- 
tective in its incidence, producing a 
relatively small amount, proposed for 
no ostensible reason, and put forward 
in circumstances not of necessity or even 
of urgency. In these circumstances is 
it not natural and legitimate that we 
should suspect that there is over and 
above the actual exigencies of the hour, 
some ulterior fiscal purpose ? 

Two reasons have been suggested in 
the course of these discussions to account 
for what, otherwise, I must again say, 
is to me the absolutely inexplicable con- 
duct of the Government. The first is, 
and this is the view of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, that it is desirable 
to broaden the basis of taxation, and 
that the imposition—or, as he calls it, 
the revival—of this duty on corn, is one 
of the means of carrying out that object. 
I will go any length with the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer—he cannot state it too 
strongly or too clearly for me—I will 
go any length with him in acknowledging 
the doctrine that all classes of the com- 
munity, who are ultimately responsible 
for the policy of the country——and policy 
as we know governs expenditure—ought 
to contribute their share to the general 
cost of that for which they are respon- 
sible. I will not go into an inquiry, 
because it would not be relevant to this 
clause, as to whether, in point of fact. the 
balance as between direct and indirect 
taxation, is at this moment evenly ad- 
justed. A great deal might be said on 
that point, and it must not be assumed 
from what I am about to say, that I 
admit for a moment that the adjustment 
is unduly in favour of the payer of in- 
direct taxation. But let me assume that 
it is necessary, as a matter of fiscal 
equity, and in order to support this 
doctrine of popular responsibility, to 
increase the proceeds of indrect taxation. 
I say, even on that assumption, that 
the tax now proposed, and which the 
House is. in this clause, asked to sanction, 
is an absolutely indefensible tax. And 
why ? It offends against the elementary 


Mr. Asquith. 
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canons of indirect taxation, and in two 


distinct ways. In the first place, be. 
cause it is a tax on an indispensable and 
primary article of universal consump 
tion; and in the second place, because, 
whether you intend it or not, it gives 
protection to the home as distinguished 
from the foreign producer, with the 
necessary consequence that more money 
is taken out of the pocket of the con- 
sumer than ultimately reaches the 
Exchequer. We have a great many 
indirect taxes; the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer himself has added to their 
number both last year and the year 
before by placing duties on sugar 
and coal, but there is not one of 
them which is exposed to these two 
objections which, in my judgment, are 
fatal to the tax which is now under 
consideration. I do not pretend that the 
analogy is an exact one, but it is an 
analogy which is sufficiently relevant to 
be used for the purpose of argument. 
Take the case of the income tax. You 
exempt, and rightly exempt, from liability 
to income tax, incomes which are below 
acertainamount. And on what principle 
On the principle, I think, that it is the 
irreducible minimum of expenditure for 
persons in that class of life, and, therefore, 
not a fit subject for taxation by the 
State. Apply the same principle to the 
consumer, the person who pays indirect 
taxation. I say that there again there is 
an irreducible minimum which you ought 
not to tax, and that minimum is repre- 
sented by the bread which no family can 
do without, which is the st iple food of 
the people. Therefore, even if I agreed 
with the assumption of the Chance llor of 
the Exchequer, which I have assented 
to for argumentative purposes, that it 
was necessary in order to do fiscal justice 
to broaden the basis of indirect taxation 
I should say you are here offending 
against the principles you have hitherto 
recognised and flying in the face of the 
practice which you yourselves adopt in 
dealing with direct taxation. 

But, Sir, I pass from that, and I will come 
towhat Imay call the second ulterior reason 
suggested for this tax which, as I have 
said. cannot be justified by the necessities 
of the time, and that reason is thai it is 
or may be the first step towards the 
introduction within the Empire of some 
form of preferential or discriminating 
tariff. Ido not intend to travel into any 
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part of this large and very controversial 
area which is not distinctly relevant to 
the proposal now before us. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer himself, I know, 
denies that he had any such intention 
when he proposed the tax, and I think 
theother night, insufficiently unambiguous 
language, he disclaimed that he had any 
such purpose in the retention of the 
tax, but in making that disclaimer he 
professed a great desire for the establish- 
ment of what is called free trade within 
the Empire. I suppose we should all 
like to see free trade within the Empire. 
The best example of that that I know of, 
and it 18 a most encouraging one for those 
who are disposed to make such an experi- 
ment, is to be found in a country which 
is often, but very wrongly, cited as a 
country whose commercial prosperity is 
due to Protection—I mean the United 
States. The prescience of the founders of 
the American constitution enabled them to 
see that the best possible chance of indus- 
trial and commercial prosperity for the 
new federation was absolutely to prohibit 
internal import duties as between State 
and State. It is in the fact that you 
have there a vast area of territory, con- 
taining almost every variety of climate and 
natural resource and over which there is 
absolutely unrestricted free trade, that 
you find the cause to which is due more 
than to any other the commercial pros- 
perity and industrial supremacy, as it is 
rapidly becoming, of the United States. 
It we were in that happy position, and 
our Empire consisted of one contiguous 
area, enclosed within a geographical 
Ting-tence, we might adopt the same 
plan and have free trade within its 
boundaries. But our Empire is not of 
that character. When we gave respon- 
siile government to our colonies— 
responsible government which many of 
our statesmen fifty years ago thought 
to be synonymous with separation —we 
gave them at the same time fiscal 
freedom. I think we were perfectly 
right to do so. We lost our colonies 
in the eighteenth century because we 
Wished to tax them according to our 
own ideas; and we should very likely 
have lost our colonies in the nineteenth 
century if we had not allowed them 
freedom to tax themselves in their 
own way. Having regard to the 
facts, free trade within the Empire 
ideal most 
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desirable in itself, which it would 
be very difficult. if not impossible, 
to attain. But free trade is one thing 


proposition of preferential or 
discriminating duties is a_ totally 
different thing. I accept gladly the 
right hon. Gentleman’s disclaimer on this 
subject. But the proposition of this tax 
which the House is invited in this clause 
to sanction will take away from the 
Colonial Secretary or the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, or whoever is going to 
meet the colonial delegates in friendly 
conference, the argument which other- 
wise they might have used with un- 
answerable effect. It is now impossible 
to say. in answer to any proposal which 
may be made. “We are wedded to a 
free trade policy in this country. There 
is not a tax which is not levied for 
revenue purposes alone; and we cannot 
upset our fiscal system for any con- 
tingent benefits.” You cannot say that 
now. 


and the 


*Str M. HICKS BEACH: Why not ! 


*Mr. ASQUITH: What have you to 
say to the Canadian exporter of wheat 
or flour? This tax discriminates against 
him and in favour of the home producer. 
The only answer you could make is to 
deny my premisses and to say that the 
tax is not Protective at all. But given 
my premisses, I say that you have no 
answer to the Canadian who says, 
‘Yours is not a free trade system. It 
has ceased to be a free trade system, and 
you are actually discriminating, not 
against the foreigner only, but against 
your colonists and fellow subjects.” 

That, to my mind, is a very serious 
state of things. The fact that you have 
deprived yourself of an unanswerable 
argument, and have handed over to 
the advocate of Colonial Protection 
an argument which he never had before, 
is enough of itself to condemn the Clause, 
and “induce the House to refuse to 
sanction it. It would not be in order 
for me to goat length into this question, 
but I submit to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that it would be a_ bad 
bargain for the colonies themselves, a 
bad bargain for the mother country and 
for the Empire, if you were to purchase 
a diversion of trade from one channel to 
another at the cost—and that is the cost 
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you will have to pay—of endangering 
the position of this United Kingdom as 
to a large extent the workshop, and as 
the market and clearing-house of the in- 
dustrial world. I was very much struck 
by a passage which I read yesterday in 
a suggestive volume called “The 
American Invasion,” by my hon. friend 
the Member for Hartlepool. He is not a 
doctrinaire, but one of the captains of 


our enterprise and industry, With 
regard to shipbuilding, which my hon. 


friend understands, he writes 


** What is shipbuilding? It is the bringing 
together and working together in Great Britain 
of raw material obtained at thelowest price fron: 
ditterent parts of the world. The steel in 
steamers is made from ore produced in Spain, 
Algiers, and Sweden; the brass from Spanish 
and American copper ; spelter is produced in 
Germany, and tin obtained from Asia; the 
woodwork is made from lumber imported from 
Sweden, Russia, Canada, America, and our 
Colonies ; the paint from Spanish, Australian, 
and American lead ; the rope from Russian and 


Manilla hemp.” 


That is where you get the 
material for a British ship, and ship- 
building is one of the industriesin which 
we hold our own. But the moment you 
begin to discriminate between these 


different sources of supply, or as between | 


two different articles from the same 
source, that moment you strike a blow 
at this the most prosperous of your 
trades and also at the carrying trade of 
Great Britain. That is the way, directly 
you interfere with the natural course of 
trade. in which it works out. I have 
only one other observation to make. 
There is a passage in a speech of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer at Liver- 
pool which has been cited before. It is 
an admirable passage, containing the 
very gospel of 'ree Trade, and I will cite 
it again 
_ ‘* We must remember that our great imports 
from our colonies are raw materials and food ; 
and to suppose that, after fifty years ex- 
perience of what freedom from taxation on 
our imports of raw material and food means, 
this country would deliberately resort to a 
system of taxing raw material and tood is, to 
my mind, an absolute impossibility.” 

It is all very well to say that fifty 
years ago this particular tax was in 
existence—— 


*Sirk M HICKS BEACH: I was not 
referring to this tax at all. 
Mr, Asquith. 


!COMMONS} 


Taw | 





Bill. 


*Mr. ASQUITH: But this is a tax on 
raw material and food, and how is the 
right hon. Gentleman to exelude it from 
the general doctrine which he has Jaid 
down as his own canon, because it isa 
tax both upon raw material and food. [| 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
apply his principle to this ease. Never 
mind what Mr. Gladstone or Sir Robert 
Peel said. This is a question of principle. 
I suppose it is thought that that was a 
disrespectful allusion of mine to those 
great authorities. But let me remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that Mr. 
Gladstone, not once, but twice and 
thrice, declared that this was an in- 
defensibie tax ; and let us have no more 
invocations of his authority in support of 
this relic and survival of a Protective 
system. This tax, whatever the 
intentions of the Government may 
be, is a tax upon food and raw material, 
and must be of a Protectise character, 
and therefore its effect must be to in- 
crease the burden of taxation where it is 
least easily borne, and to afford a pre- 
cedent, if not a starting-point, for fiscal 
changes of the utmost peril to the im- 
perial and industrial supremacy of the 
country. 
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*(6.10.) Sir M. HICKS BEACH: We 
have had many long debates on the 
matter before the House; but I think 
we may congratulate ourselves that to- 
day, at any rate, our discussions have 
been re-animated by the speeches which 
we have heard from the two right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. I can appreciate 
those speeches, if I do not agree with 
them; and I will first turn to the main 
argument of the right hon. and learned 
Member for East Fife. He absolutely 
begged the question thrcughout the 
whole of his speech. He assumed, with- 
out the slightest proof, that this was a 
Protective tax, and then he accused me 
of departing from the principles which I 
laid down in a speech two years ago, and 
which applied entirely to the old Protee- 
tive system of fifty years ago, and not to 
a tax of this kind, which is not practi- 
cally Protective at all. It is a tax which, 
in my judgment, can have no material 
influence on the price of the commodities 
on which it is levied. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that this tax could not 
be justified by the necessities of the time. 
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|say that it is a necessity of any time to 
ny our debts. We have incurred an 
gormous expenditure this year for the 
purposes of the war and the termination 
ithe war. We have borrowed for that 
xpenditure heyond the amount which 
require ; and it is calmly argued over 
nd over again by hon. Members opposite 
chat we should be justified in dropping 
asation Which has been proposed for the 
sirposes of the year, and which has been 
1 force for two months, and using 
ney Which we have borrowed beyond 
order to relieve 
ne people from that taxation. I 
atirely demur, as I have often done, 
that assumption, and it is for that 
son, in the first place, that I have 
essed this tax upon the attention of 
lament. But the right hon. Gentle- 
nsays that I have no business to ask 
‘rliament to entrust me with a tax 
ithout telling the House of Com- 
ons what I am going to do with it. 
Je suggests that every tax should be 
ibelled or ear-marked fora particuiar pur- 
nse. Such a thing never has been done 
uthe financial history of this country. 
lhe right hon. Gentleman insinuates 
tat lam maintaining this tax in order 
tut T may devote it to the relief of the 
ulepayers under the Education Bill. 
ery one who has looked at that Bill 
[ am quite sure the right hon. 
ritleman himself is aware of it—knows 


ir onecessities in 


wy well that not a penny could 
expended under the Bill in the 
purse of the present financial year. 


leretore, so far as this vear is concerned, 
h a suggestion is simply absurd. 





sregards the future, whatever expendi- 


me may fall on the Exchequer under 


mat Bill will be a part of the whole 
eral expenditure of the country, for 
tich the Exchequer has to provide, and 
no more earmark a particular 
‘to a particular part of that expendi- 
than you ean limit a particular 
ad of expenditure by the proceeds 
a particular tax. There was an 
‘pt to do something of the kind 
‘my predecessor, Viscount Goschen, 
the matter of the payments from the 
eth Duties to local taxation, and no 
le has more persistently denounced that 
“mpt than the financial authorities I 
‘before me on the Front Opposition 
eich, 


ul can 
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What is the argument we have to deal 
with today? We have heard but little 
today about the terrible effect of this tax 
on the poor. The hon. Member for 
Lincoln told us that it would impose what 
would be equal to an income tax of 2d. 
in the pound upon the earnings of a poor 
man with a large family. I happen to 
have consulted a well-known publication, 
the Lahour Gazette, published a few days 
I find in it figures based on 367 


ago. 
returns from co-operative societies in 
Great Britain. I find that the mean 


price in Great Britain of the 41b. loaf is 
practically the same as on June 5rd, 1901, 
in spite of the imposition of the tax, and 
that it is only ‘O8—-the smallest possible 
fraection—above the price on March Srd 
of the present year. I do not say that 
that proves that the tax has no influence 
on the price of corn, but I do say that it 
is absurd to talk of the tax asa great 
burden on the poor of the country. The 
right hon. Member for Montrose has 
never dwelt in his arguments on 


the hardship of this tax. He has, 
in fact, even suggested that if the 


tax were a hardship it would be all the 
better, because it would call the attention 
of the people to the expenditure of the 
country; and he has more than 
expressed his strong conviction, In which 
I entirely agree with him, that it is 
absolutely necessary in a country like 
this, that the whole population, and not 
merely a class of the population, should 
realise what the extent of that expenditure 
is. Theright hon. Gentleman has objected 
to this proposal mainly on two grounds. 
He says that it is a reversal of the fiscal 
policy of this country for ever. 


O1nee 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : It tends to it. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Oh! Then 
it is not a reversal of policy, but 
only tends to it! But he said it 
abandonment of Free Trade. 
1 confess that I have never been 
able to appreciate that argument, 
although it has often been urged in the 
House. How can this be practically 
Protection? No one has suggested that 
it will diminish our imports of food. It 
has been admitted in the course of the 
debate today, and in fact one hon. 
Member said that it was an objec- 
tion to the tax, that the imports of 
food would increase with the increase 


was an 





J 
( 


of population in spite of the tax, | 
and therefore it would produce 
more in future than was anticipated. 
Another hon. Member raised as an 
objection to the tax what I should have 
thought was, after all, a main element 
of value in a tax—namely, that no one 
could evade it. No one has said that it 
will increase the production of corn in 
this country. The hon. Member for 
North Monmouthshire argued that it 
would raise the price of corn, but even 
he did not venture to say that the rise 
would be sufficient to increase the pro- 
duction of corn here. If not, where 
the Protection? There is abso- 
lutely no proof, although I have 
challenged hon. Members to produce it, 
that this tax, which existed for twenty 
years, had any practical Protective effect 
such as is credited to it today. It is 
impossible to suppose, whatever the 
right hon. Member for East Fife may 
say as to Mr. Gladstone’s opinions two 
years before this tax was repealed, that 
if in his belief for all the years before 
that time during which he was 
it had 
such a Protective effect, he would have 
repealed the tax on luxuries, on wines, 
on artificial flowers, which we imported 
from France, and matters of that kind 
sooner than deal with this tax, which 
now, in the opinion of hon. and right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, amounts to 
nothing less than the abandonment of 
Free Trade. 

After all, the real point of the debate 
today, in default of any proof as to the 
Protective character of this tax, has been 
the excursions made by one speaker after 
another into the possibility or probability 
—I will put it as high as that— 
that through imposing it we intend 
to change the principles upon which 
the fiscal system of this country 
is based. I do not know what more I 
can say to lay this extraordinary 
delusion than I have already said. 
[ have told the House plainly that, on 
behalf of my colleagues, I entirely disa- 
vow any idea of that kind through this 
tax. I have said thatit is not our policy 
to endeavour to encourage trade with 
our colonies by initiating a tariff war 
with all those foreign countries who are 
our largest and greatest customers. 
That idea is the most perfect delusion 
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that can be conceived, and let me suggest 
to right hon. Gentleman opposite that | 
think there issome proof of it, if they do 
not believe my words, in the nature of 
the taxgitself. Why! What is the only 
kind of colonial preference we know! 
A preference given to us by Ganada in 
her tariff. What is the tariff of Canada? 
It is a purely Protective tariff. It is 4 
very high rate of duty on all kinds of 
imported goods. Canada has given to) 
us—and we are grateful to her for it-a 
preference with regard to that tariff to 
the extent of one-third over foreign 
countries. But she has not put 
us on a level with her own producers; 
we are still heavily taxed as compared 
with her own producers. And that is 
my answer to the right hon. Member 
for East Fife, when he tells me that our 
position is compromised with regard to 
Canada by the proposal of this tax 
Supposing—I do not for a moment sug. 
gest that the thing can be done—that 
the suspicions of hon. Members opposite 
were fulfilled, and that we proposed to 
Canada, reciprocity with regard to this 
tax. What would that mean? Our 
two great imports from Canada are whea 
and maize. We are about to reduce the 
duty on maize to three halfpence : 
hundredweight. One-third of thi 
amount is a halfpenny. The duty oq 
wheat is threepence. and one-third of 
that would be a penny. Can it be con: 
ceived that such a preference as tha 
would be worth anything to Canad 
in comparison with the  difficultie 
that unquestionably she would havé 
to face in the Customs arrangements 
which would be necessary to preveng 
United States corn from availing itself 
of the same advantage, which migh 
seriously hamper trade on her railway 

and perhaps even necessitate soll 
change in the ports from which he 
products are exported? Why, Sir, It! 
obvious that any system of preferent 
requires to be based on high dutie 

If hon. Members had suggested th: 

our wine or tobacco duties, for ¢ 

ample, ‘afforded material for a syste! 
of colonial preference, and had aske 

whether we are disposed, _ becal 

the representatives of the colon 

desire, to introduce this matter as 

subject for discussion at the forthcomm 

Conference, I could to some extent ha 
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understood the suggestion. But I would 
yenture to remind hon. Members that 
suggestions have been made in the 
House within the last three or four years 
jor colonial preference with regard to 
wine and sugar. I think the right hon. 
Gentleman will do me the justice to 
recollect that I told the House frankly 
and plainly my opinion on that proposal 
with regard to wine; and the opinion 
of the Government with regard to sugar 
was expressed only the other day 
at the conference at Brussels at 
which the sugar convention was 
agreed to. One important enactment 
in the sugar convention that we 
ree during the continuance of the 
convention, in view of the abolition of 
bounties by all foreign bounty-giving 
countries, not to impose preferential 
duties in favour of our colonies in the 
matter of sugar. 

I have to appeal to these facts in 
the possession of the House in confir- 
mation of the views I expressed the 
ther day as to our intentions in pro- 
posing this tax, and in maintaining it. 
[think that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Montrose has not done 
me justice, because he has got this 
question somewhat on the brain. He 
confessed to an audience in the North of 
England the other day that he had been 
reading magazines on this subject, and 
irom these magazines he had gathered 
that there were most extraordinary 
theories afloat with regard to the future 
policy of this country on economic ques- 
tions, which appear to have terribly 
dlarmed him. Well, if I may be 
illowed to offer advice to the 
tight hon. Gentleman, I would suggest 


is 


that if you want to read something 


ensational vou may go toa magazine ; 


»{ you desire to find something new 


you may occasionally find it there, 
ut you should be very doubtful 
whether you will find much that 


8 true or anything that is practical. 


[would ask hon. and right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite if they can do so, even 
wow to lay this phantom of their imagina- 
tion, and to 
tow before the House entirely apart 
irom this question of colonial preference. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean made an appeal to the 
fovernment in this matter, and said— 


consider the proposal 
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“If you mean to abolish all the more 
important fiscal principles of this country, 
if you mean to take the first step in 
introducing an entirely new fiscal system, 
you ought at least to give an opportunity 
to the House for expressing an opinion 
upon it.” But does not the right 

‘hon. Gentleman know that when 
there is any real danger of that 
kind it will be easy enough for 
him to press Government of the day 
to initiate a debate on such a subject ! 
But for the present, in my humble belief. 
this is nothing more than the drawing of 
a red-herring across the scent of this tax. 
I propose the tax and press it on Parlia- 
ment because, in my belief, it is required 
for dealing honestly with the financial 
affairs of the nation in the present year, 
and for paying our way inthe future with 
fair regard to the allocation of taxation 
among all classes in the country. In my 
belief it will be a tax largely productive, 
easily levied, and inflicting no hardship 
on the people or difficulty upon the 
commerce of the country. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
said he did not desire to stand between the 
House and the division for more than a 
minute; but when heendeavoured tospeak 
in Committee the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer moved the Closure, and did not 
give him an opportunity to do so. He 
was, therefore, entitled to take the first 
opportunity of expressing, on behali of 
his constituents, their opinion with 
reference to the proposal of the right 
hon. the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
At Question time the right hon. Gentle- 
man made the welcome announcement 
to the Irish Members that he intended 
to meet their views and reduce the tax 
on maize by one-half. That statement 
was received with satisfaction by the 
Irish Members, and would be received 
with satisfaction in Ireland ; but it would 
not at all effect the opposition which 
would be given to the proposal of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, because 
even after the concession the right hon. 
Gentleman had made, the food of the 
very poorest portion of the people of 
Ireland would be, as they thought, 
unjustly taxed for the purposes of the 
late war. His constituents would feel 


it a great hardship to have the price 
of Indian meal, which was one of the 
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principle articles of their food, increased. | 
He was sure that hon. Gentlemen oppo- | 
site who really reflected seriously on | 
what they were 
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so 


Bull. 


impressive that he got up and 
moved the Closure! Next week Hig 
Majesty the King would be crowned, 


doing could not escape | and representatives of the Empire from 


the consciousness that they were doing |the farthest ends of the earth would 


an extremely mean thing. What could | 
be more mean than that the Government 
and Parliament of this great and wealtiy 
Empire should impose taxation on the 
poorest article of food used by the poorest 
part of the population of Ireland? Eng- | 
land had done many mean things in 
pursuance oi lier settled poliey to all 
those who were governed by her in 
every part of the world, but this was | 
absolutely the meanest. He thought | 
that the Government should have been 
ashamed to attempt to raise taxation out 
of the poor food of the poorest section of 
the population of Ireland. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said that he had 
been impressed by the tone of the| 
speeches of hon. Members from Ireland | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


come here to take part in that ceremony, 
He supposed that in time to come the 
people of the Empire would refer with 


pride to this year, 1902, as being the] 
|year marked in the history ot the 


world by the witness of the Coronation 


‘of King Edward VII; but-in Ireland] 
to come this year of grace, | 


in time 
1902, would be associated in the minds 
of the Irish people only as the era in 
which an English Parliament had put 
a tax on Indian meal, which was the 
food of the poorest of the poor in their 
country. 


(6.38.) Question put. 


House divided :—Ayes, 251; Noes, 


in the debate, but his sympathy was!178. (Division List No. 235.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. | Cautley, Henry Strother 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aguew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Revnell 
Arkwrighr, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, ( ipt. C. B. 
Balfour, Rt HnGieraldW.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. - 
Bathurst. Hou, Allen Benjamin 


Beach, Rt. Hn. SirMichaelHicks | 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaegree, Sir M. M. 
Biguold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Euiward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. ) 
Sull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell Rt. Hn.J. A. (Glasg’w 
Carsen, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Mr. William Redmond. 


| Chamberlain, Rt. 
| Chamberlain, J. Austen(Worc. | 


| Cook, 





| Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 


| Charrington, Spencer 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
| Coddington, Sir William 


H. A. E. 


Cochrane Hon. Thos 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 


| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A J.(Manceh’r | 
(Hornsey) | 
| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, SirJohn Charles Ready 
Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Cripps, Charles Alfred 
| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John /dward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 


Hon. J.(Birm. | 


| Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane'r 
| Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick VW illiam 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. AG H(Cityof London 
Godson, Sir AugustusFred rick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-( {rH 'mlets 
Gore, HnG. &.C. Ormsby-{ salop 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- ( Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon, George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) ; 
Green, Walford D.(Wedvesb'ry 
Greene,SirE W (B'ryS. Edi nds 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimbl 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLord(| Midd x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wn. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 5. 
Heath, Arthur Howard | Hanlev 
Heath, James (Staffords, N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander — 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
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figginbottom, S. W. 
fare, Sir Samuel 
{obhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
fo gg, Lindsay 

Hope. J.¥. (Sheftield, Brightside 
fouldsworth, Sir Wm. “Henry 
Joult, Joseph 

wston, Robert Paterson 
iuier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Judson, George Bickersteth 
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Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E.( Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,J ohnThrogmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Mount, Willliam Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt HnA.Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, G ‘ilbe rt 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Welle sley 
Penn, John 


| Plummer, 


n, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
€ the @. bb, Sir R ichard C laverhouse 
with @pinston, William (Belfast) 

+ the @pohnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
the Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir John H. 
- fenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
ation Binyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. ) 
eland Miimber, Henr y 
rrace, Miing, Sir Henry Seymour 
P Knowles, Lees 
ninds wurie, | .ieut.-General 
ra In Baw, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
| put Bawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
s the Mover. John Grant 
» Mbcky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
their ¢ Arthur H(Hants., Fareham 
s, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
, Col. Hon. Heneage 
in Be nnett, Henry Currie 
eson-Ciower, Frederick N.S. 
_ kwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Noes, ler, Gerald Walter Erskine 
g Rt. Hn. Walter( Beistol,S. 
lale, John Brownlee 

1 iuncis William 

1, Archie Kirkman 

s, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 

\iane’r s,Reginale J. (Portsmouth 
uartney, Rttin. W.G. Ellison 
atyne vdona, John Cumming 





Mielver, David (Liverpool) 
4. W. 


onochie, A 
bArt hur Charles (Liverpool) 
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gernon #Calmont,Col.J. (Antrim, EF.) 
fenry = @)Killop, James(Stirlin; gshire ) 
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London #pranam, William (Cork,N.E. 
ad rick en, Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud 
Nairn) #ebrose, Robert 

Imlets plier, Alexander 

{ ~alop bton, Thomas Gair 

Line.) quith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
1 Eldon Bberley-Jones, L. 

oachim) @pstin, Sir John 

el tow, John Emmott 
m) mT, E. (Cork, Ss. 
vesbry pi ley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 





|, Richard 
Jand Jobn 
Non, Thomas Dolling 
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chill nd, Hon. Arthur G. 
wihurst, Henry 
: inner. Sir a Tomlinson 
nas F. yee, Rt. Hon. James 
‘Midd’x Js, John 
ort Wm. , Thomas 
ston ton, Sydney Charles 
i, William Sproston 
Hanley #Biwell, James 
s, N.W. Bteton. Robert 








mpbell, John Sone S s 
upbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 








Trotter 


' Cremer, 


Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higvins, Frederick 
Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, 
Pryce-.] 
Purvis, 
Pym, C 
Randle S,e John S. 
Rankin, Sir Ja 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Re id, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, 
Renshaw, 
Ren wick, 


hkobinson, 


Ernest George 
Lt.-Col. Edward 
Robert 

- Guy 


ones, 


mes 


James Farquharson 
Charles Bine 
George 


Bre ike 


Rolleston, Sir John F. LL. 
top. er Col Robert 
Round, James 





NOES. 


‘arvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
‘awley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Engene 

William Randal 
John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 
Donelan, Capt. 
Doogan, Pr 4: 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Emmott Alired 


( 
( 
( 


Crombie, 


A. 


| Evans.SirFrancisH.(Maidst’ne 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, Williain 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


| Stanley, Edward.Jas. (Somerset 


| Stoc k, 


; Warde, Cee C.. 2B. 


Jacoby, 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David, Brynin r(Sw’nsea 





Pill. 





Sa:kville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Saunder-on, Rt. Hn.Col Edw.J. 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(fsleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith,H.C.(N’th’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 





Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
James lienry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, 
Talbot, Lord E. 
Thornton, 





John 
(Chichester 
Perey M. 


Tollemacne, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Marray 
Valentia, Viscount 


Wanklyn, Jaines Leslie 


Warr, Augustus Fri 
Wason, John atheart (Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, SirCharlest. E.(Notts. 
Wharton, Re. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


“LETC < 








bed iNoughby «di - Eresby. Lord 
tllox. Sir Jol tibald 
Wille Sir Freder; : 
Wilson, John (Clase 
Wiison-Todd &Win. H. (Yorks. 
Remenaenh Rt. Ha. E.R Bath 
Wortley, Ri. Hon. ©. B.Stuart- 
W hiion i, Sir Thou 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. Georg 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR Ti! \yYES 
Sir William Walrond and 


Mr. Anstruther. 






Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Lg Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J ~ KF. 

(rilhooly, James 


Goddard, Daniel 1 Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Gray. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Bardon 
Hareourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Hardie, J. Keir( M rthyr Tydvil 
Harmaworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Havne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hothouse, CE. H. ( Bristol, E 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick Johu 
Humphreys-Owen, archur C. 
James Alfrec 


Derwick) 
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Jones, William(Carnarv nshire ; O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir George Smyth 
Labouchere Henry 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leamy Edmund 


| 


O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| O'Dowd, John 


Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington | 
? D 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 


MaeVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘kKean, John 

M‘kenna, Reginald 
M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
Murnaghan, George 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P. (Galway,N. 


O’ Kelly,James(Roscomm’n,N. 
Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, George Wim. (Reading 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham 
Pirie. Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

tea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John E. (Waterford 


Redmond, William (Clare) 


| Rigg, Richard 


| Russell, T. 


| 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roche, John 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sehwann, Charles E. 


| Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lineoin) | 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 











Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans | 
O' Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
said the addition to the Clause he now pro- 
posedto move wasa smalltechnicalA mend- 
ment which he understood the right hon. 
Gentleman would accept. As many hon. 
Members knew, foreign spirits coming 
into this country paid a somewhat 
higher duty than home-produeed spirits, 
as there was a small cost for specification. 
Methylated spirits hitherto under the 
Act of 1880 had to pay a slight duty 
when made out of foreign spirit imported 
into this country, in order to allow for 
that cost. The object of this Clause 
was to put the same cost on foreign 
spirits as on home-grown spirits. 
begged to move— 

*Clause8, page 3, line 12, atend of sub-section 
(1), add—‘ Provided that foreign spirits may 
not be so received or used until the difference 
between the duty of customs chargeable thereon 
and the duty of excise chargeable on British 
spirit has been paid.’” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendments consequential on the 
reduction of the duty on maize were 
moved by Sir. M. Hicks BEACH, and | 
agreed to. 


| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel | 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
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Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,Rt HnC€.R.(Northants gi th 
Stevenson, Francis S. wich 
‘ << wc. 
Strachey, Sir Edward "0 
Sullivan, Donal ap 
Tennant, Harold John very 
Thomas, A bel (¢ ‘armarthen,E.} te nO 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan,E, “J:hat 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr Denn 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings ¥ h 
Thomas,J A (Glamorg’n,Gower 9” 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R,) |grere 
Thorburn, Sir Walter ng-st 
| Tomkinson, James bave 
Toulmin, George Wl ‘ 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips whe 
| Wallace, Robert comp! 
P- 
| Walton,John Lawson(Leeds§, J:ime 1 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) were 
} “ ae : A 4qwere 
| Warner, Thomas CourtenayT, Jo, 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan Qe"! 
White, Luke (York. E.R.) ight 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.} i the 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 36d 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer yy 
| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth —— 
W. | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) gore 
| Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf( 869 1 
| Young, Samuel “a3 in 
Yoxall, James Henry en 
‘ 1 fact. 
TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— § "chin 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone, hey Ww 
and Mr. Wm. M‘Arthur. y the 
they p 
*(7.0.) Srp EDWARD STRACHEY §h! was 
said he desired to make one more attempt ventle' 
to obtain cheap feeding-stufis for the gm fact: 
Sep ae 1 
farmers of this country. The revenue §4@ the 
to be derived from this duty on offals was Jt to 
£19,062, and it was a paltry sum in ag cust 
Budget of over £140,000,000, but it was tere 4 
by no means a contemptible sum to the§ "ty. 
farmers. The condition of the farmers wasJ wa 
not so prosperous or good that the increase #Untry 
of 2s. 6d. per ton on feeding-stufis would nd thi 
make no difference at all as,the Chancellor P¢ wou 
seemed to think. The right hon. Gentle gt coun 
man had already reduced the duty on offals 47gequ 
from 8s. 4d. to 2s. 6d. a ton, which showed §100d be 
i that he admitted and appreciated thefrn to 
*€ fact that the farmers would have to pay] how the 





















have ti 
ton anc 
that am 


this tax. Another fact to be rememberedj 
was that the loss to the Exchequer would 
not be £19,062, because a part of the 
oflals now imported were almost, if no 
quite, fit for human food, but the 50 per 
cent. starch limit now inserted in the re “In ps 
vised Bill by the Chancellor would excludé«og.”—; 
them from the 2s. 6d. rate and place ther 

in the 5s, rate. Germany recognised thi Quest 
by insisting upon charcoal or coal dus prt af 
being mixed with the fine meal offals 1 
order to prevent their use as a human food 
while they could be imported free int 
Germany for feeding stock. He though 


Amer 


*Sin 
think t] 
fect th 
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ants . 
7 geh method with regard to the offals 




















{nported into this country, he would be 

ery well able to forego the reduced duty 

n,E.) (gienow proposed. It must be remembered 
nE. Phat Germany, Sweden, Holland and 
thyr J)enmark were competing very seriously 
‘ings B-th the British farmer, and that they 
oy rere doing so with the help of free feed- 
Be y-stutts, whilst the farmer here would 
have to pay 2s. 6d. a ton upon them. 

\] agriculturists would agree that the 

is omplaint of the farmers at the present 
ds, Jime was not so much that the seasons 
‘) vere bad as that prices were so un- 
ayT. Gomunerative, and the action of the 
> wht hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
VR) ithe Exchequer was to give a bonus to 
9}. 6d. a ton to those countries which had a 

ner = Bice import of offals. The duty on offals 
arp noreover was really a new duty. Up to’ 
ersfd 809 when the registration duty on corn 
as in force there was no duty on offals ; 

ifact, it was doubtful whether they were 

oes guenimported. Of course, it might be that 
tone, uey were included, and it was suggested 
thur. #iy the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
dev paid duty as flour, but that after 

‘HEY Ql was only an opinion of the right hon. 
tempt gentleman who had not given the figures 
r the gt facts upon which he based that opinion. 
venue @l¢ therefore submitted that offals ought 
ls was gut to be taxed on the same ground as 
1» in agecust beans had omitted because they 
it wasgrere not before liable to registration 
to theguty. It might be said that if this 
vs was§uX was imposed the millers of this 
crease FOuntry would grind more offals at home 
would §2d thus get them free of the duty, but 
neellor ¢2¢ Would point out that it was the practice 
sentle- @f country millers to buy foreign offals in 
n offals 4tge quantities and sell themin their neigh- 
showed #2000 because they could not grind enough 
od thegeorn to supply them with offals, and if 
to pay glow they purchase more corn they would 
mberedigave to pay the duty on that of 5s. a 


fo and increasing the cost of offals by 
that amount. 


- wouldg 
of the 
if no¥ 
50 pe 
the re 
exclude 
ce them 


Amendment proposed, 


“In page 5, to leave out ‘1}d.’ and insert 
“0d.” —(Sir Edward Strachey. 
y 


sed thi Question proposed, ‘‘ That ‘14d.’ stand 
al dust part of the Bill.”’ 

ffals t 

——_ *Sin M. HICKS BEACH : I do not 
ree think the Amendment would have the 


fect the hon. Member desires, but that 
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ithe right hon. Gentleman adopted some | 
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is a matter I need not now discuss. I 
cannot consent to except offals altogether. 
A few days ago, when the question was 
raised in Committee, I assented to a 
reduction of the duty on offals by one- 
half, and that was accepted unanimously 
by the Committee as a very fair 
concession tothe agricultural interest. If 
I might say so without offence, I think 
the hon. Member is rather like a 
celebrated character in fiction—he is 
always asking for more. I have given a 
great deal to the agriculural interest in 
regard to both offals and maize, and | 
cannot agree to give more. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 


jets, Poplar) said he agreed with what had 


fallen from the Chancellor of the 
‘xchequer that the Committee felt that 
the right hon. Gentleman had en- 


deavoured to meet the objections to this 
duty in a very fair way. He could not 
support the Amendment. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) said when the right hon. Gentle- 
man quoted “Oliver Twist” he fshould 
remember that the person whoasked for 
more was a small half-starved boy who 
merely asked for more food. The House 
heard a good deal of the extraordinary 
efforts the Government were always 
making for the benefit of the British 
farmer, but now that the right hon. 
Gentleman was asked to forego a sum so 
trifling that it could not possibly affect 
his scheme of taxation, but which would 
be a considerable advantage to the 
farmer who lived not by growing corn, 
but by feeding stock and selling it in the 
markets, theright hon. Gentleman refused 
toassent. Although the right hon. 
Gentleman had helped the arable farmer, 
he had not helped those who lived in the 
great dairying districts of the country. 
This was a concession the right hon. 
Gentleman could very well make in the 
| interests of the districts concerned. and 
he asked whether, for the sum of 
£19,000, it was worth while to continue 
‘all the friction which would be created 
by this tax. 


(7.15.) Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 230 ; Noes, 


136. (Division List No. 236.) 
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in moving the omission of | the Evening Sitting. 
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tonshire, E.), 
lines 22 to 36 
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of the flour duty, and to give the right | 
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of arriving at proper figures 
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stood adjourned till 


"ENI NG SITTING. 


FINANCE BILL. 


As amended, in Committee and on re- 


enable this duty to ” be placed on an | committal, further considered— 


equitable basis as compared with a 


duty on wheat. 


It being half-past 


CIX. 


yor 


Seven of 
clock, further proceeding on Considera- 


| speech, 


») 


[FourTH SERIEs.] 20 


(9.0.) Mr. CHANNING, 
said his object in moving his 
the | resolution was to challenge the policy 
of the duty on flour, and to elicit 


resuming his 
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further information as to the relative 
proportions of the new duty.  Inci- 
dentally, he might mention that the 
Board of Trade Returns for the last 
month showed an increase in the im- 
ports of wheat under the 3d. duty, and 
a marked decrease under the head of 
flour under the 5d, duty. There surely 
was some force in the contention that 
there was no equality between these 
duties according to the Return moved for 
by his hon. friend the Member for the 
Rusheliffe Division. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer estimated that an import 
of 22,578,000 ewts. of flour and meal 
would give him a revenue of £470,000, 
but he was not clear whether that in- 
cluded maize meal, as to which there 
would now have to be a reduction made. 
But he desired more particularly to draw 
attention to the differential duties. He 
maintained that flour in this Budget was 
taxed on a distinctly fallacious standard if 
it was intended to be a standard of equity. 
If the standard was not fallacious, the 
tax was distinctly Protective to the 
millers at home. The duty on 60 lbs. of 
flour would be equal to the duty on 100 
Ibs. of wheat. That 100 lbs. of wheat 
when operated upon by the home miller 
would produce on the average 72 Ibs. of 
flour and 28 lbs. of offal. Thus the 
home miller got 12 lbs. more flour for 
the same duty for imported grain in 
addition to the 28 lbs. of offal. Assum- 
ing the uniform value of wheat to be 
30s. per quarter, the sack of 280 lbs. 
would realise 22s., while the uffal would 
probably be sold at 90s. per ton. The 
relative percentage «/ valorem on these 
duties worked out as he contended at 
3} per cent. on wheat and not less than 
th per cent. on flour and offal. Thus 
there wasa great advantage to the home 
miller. Originally he paid 5d. per sack 
of 280 Ibs; now he was only to pay 33d. 
The miller paid 103d. per 100 lbs., while 
the importer would pay 1s. 1}d. or 34d. 
more than the home miller. The old 
duties at 3d. and 4d. were based on the 
66 per cent. extraction, but at that time 
the offals were not taken into considera- 
tion. One hundred ewts. of wheat at 3d. 
paid £1 5s., while 66 ewts. of flourat 43d. 
paid £1 4s. 9d. duty, thus being practi- 


cally equivalent one to the other. The 
right hon. Gentleman this afternoon 


repeated his denial that the present duty 
Mr. Channing. 


{COMMONS} 
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gave a benefit of 20 per cent. to the 
home miller, but surely the figures abso- 
lutely proved that up to the hilt. By this 
Budget 100 ewts. of wheat at 5d. paid £1 5s, 
while the duty on the flour at 5d. would 
realise £1 10s. That was an advantage 
of 20 per cent. If the figures were 
worked out on the same basis as in 
1867, 100 cwts. of wheat at 3d. pro- 
duced £1 5s., while 72 ewts. of flour at 
43d. returned £1 7s. Then if they 
reckoned into that what Mr. Gladstone 
did not consider, viz., the value of the 
offal at the reduced duty of 13d., that 
would give 3s. 6d., so altogether the 
home miller got the advantage of 5s. 6d— 
that was the discriminating duty in his 
favour. The hon. Member for Devonport 
the other night suggested that the 
duty on wheat should be 3d. and on 
flour 4d., and it was said he was wrong 
in asserting that there would be a benefit 
to the home miller on that calculation. 
But, again, the right hon. Gentleman had 
not taken into consideration the value of 
the offal. One hundredewts. of wheat at 
3d. gave 25s, ; 72 ewts. of flour at 4d. pro- 
duced 24s., and thus there wz3 nominally 
a benefit to the foreign importer of 1s, 
on the 100 ewts., but if they also 
reckoned in the offals the benefit to the 
home miller was 2s. 6d., another distinct 
advantage of 10 per cent. He hoped he 
had put the figures clearly. The present 
Budget was stated to be a Revenue 
3udget, and not a Protective one, but 
the figures thus worked out 


£5. d. 
100 ewt. of wheat at 3d. i 50 
as against 
72 ewt. of flour at 5d. 1100 
and 
28 cwt. of offal at Mid. ‘ . 0 36 


Total 


Thus the home miller got an advantage 
of &s. 6d. on the 100 ewts. of wheat, ora 
discriminating duty of 30 per cent. 
These were points of the greatest im- 
portance. He attached grave importance 
to any infringement of the happy and 
beneficent rule of absolute Free Trade and 
absolute equality for the foreign trader 
and the home producer and manufac- 
turer, and now he would revert again for 
afew moments to the imports of wheat 
and flour into this country. During the 
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month of May wheat itself showed a con- 
jderable increase probably due largely to 
the rise in prices. In May last year, how- 
aver, the imports of flour from the United 
States were 1,768,000 cwts. whereas last 
May they were only 1,280,000 ewts. On 
the other hand, there had been a sudden 
increase in the imports of flour for 
Canad ; they had risen from 28,000 ewt. 
to 95,000 ewt. in the month, or in the 
fve months from 235,000 ewt. to 434,000 
ewts. There had also been a correspond- 
ing increase in the imports of wheat for 
Canada. He wished to ask, did the 
Canadians hope to get a rebate on this 
four afterwards by means of the colonial 
arrangements in prospect? If we dis- 
criminated against American flour by 
giving rebates to colonial flour, there 
would be enormous difficulty in levying 
the duty all along the frontier between 
Canada and the United States, and a 
large amount of American flour would 
be fraudulently brought to this country 
as Canadian flour. There would be 
mach commercial and fiseal friction. He 
protested strongly against the discrimina 
tion in favour of the home miller. 









Amendment proposed—- 
“In page 5, to leave out lines 23 to 26, 
elusive.” -—(.VUr. Channing.) 


in- 





Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
ill.’ 

1a 

*(9.95.) Sir M. HICKS BEACH said 
the hon. Member had moved an Amend- 
ment, the effeet of which would to 
reject altogether the duty on flour, al- 
though the House had already agreed to 
impose the duty on grain. That would 
be a ridiculous position, which surely the 
hon. Member himself could not desire, 
they would be relieving the 
manufactured article of duty, while tax- 
ing the raw material out of which it was 
manufactured. 


he 


becanse 


Mr. CHANNING: I made my Motion 


with two objects 


* SIR 


M. HICKS BEACH: We have 
heard that already three times. 


Mr. CHANNING : 


representing me. 


But you are mis- 





{18 JUNE 
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*Str M. HICKS BEACH said that if 
the hon. Member desired that there 


should be a duty on grain and not on 
flour he was probably the only one who 
wished it, and he need not trouble to 
deal with that point. The hon. Member 
had made some allusions to the dimi- 
nution in the imports of flour from 


the United States during the last 
month or so, as compared with the 


corresponding time in the previous year. 
The imports of grain rose quite irrespec- 
tive of the duty, because they were 
attracted by the great increase in the 
price of grain, which had risen in this 


country far in excess of the rise in 
the price of flour. Then the hon. 
Member said the imports of — flour 
from Canada had inereased, and sug- 
gested that this was because the 


Canadians expected that, under some of 
those arrangements which the Govern- 
ment were suspected of being about to 
introduce, there would be a rebate on 
this flour. Yet this flour was imported 
long before any such arrangement could 
be made. If the Canadians really sup- 
posed that the duty on Canadian flour 
would be lowered, as compared with 
American flour, it was quite certain that 
they would endeavour to delay their im- 
ports so as to reap the advantage of such an 
arrangement. The real point of the hon. 
Member's Amendment was as to the dis- 
crimination between the duty on flour or 
meal and the duty on grain. But the 
hon. Member made a great mistake in 
dealing solely with the question of wheat 
grain and wheat flour. The duty was 
so fixed as to cover all the kinds of grain 
and all the kinds of flour. Moreover, 
the hon. Member had dealt with the 
matter as if the duty on meal were a 
duty on fine flour only. But his argu- 
ments were altogether wrong. The duty 
had always been a discriminating duty. 
In 1864 Mr. Gladstone established an 
unvarying relation of 66 per cent. be- 
tween all the grain duties and all the 
meal duties. That was exactly the re- 
lation which was established by the Bill 
now before the House when the offal 
duty was 3d. per ewt. Now thot they 
had reduced the duty on offal to 1}d., 
the relation was more in favour of the 
foreign import than it was if they took, 
as they must take, the whole question of 
the flour and the offal, and did not con- 
sider the flour only. When Mr. Glad- 
stone revised the duty in 1864 the 
202 
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value of grain was two-thirds of the 
value of flour, and the duty on flour 
was therefore put at 4}d. Since 1869 
the value of grain had been lower in 
comparison with the value of flour than 
it was in those days. Taking all grain 
on one side, the value in 1901 of a ewt. 
of grain was 5°84s. and taking all meals 
on the other side, the value of a 
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was all the Protection that was given in 
this country by the relations he had 
established between the duties on grain 
and flour. He took the old discriming. 
tion as a fair one, and he thought the 
relations so established were perfectly 
fair. The alteration since that time in 
the conditions of trade had justified apn 
increase in the duty on flour, as com. 


ewt. of meal was 9'04s., so that the | pared with the duty on grain for the 
proper proportion as compared with the | reasons which he gave in his Budget 


3d. per. ewt. on grain would have been | 
something between 4d. and 5d. per ewt. | 


speech. He trusted the House would 
not disturb them on the Motion of the 


on flour. He had ‘given grain the ad-| hon. Member. 


vantage of a fraction. He could not give | 
flour the advantage of the fraction with- 
out doing what he believed to be an 
injury to the agricultural interest of this | 


(9.38) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 143 : Noes, 








country. He did not believe this was 


Protection, but if it was Protection, that | 98. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
| Sir William Walrond and 
| Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES, 


Sbraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
4shton, Thomas Gair 

Bury, E. (Cork, 8.) 

hayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, ‘Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

parke, E. Haviland- 

urns, John 

Caldwell, James 





(ameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
(ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
fauston, Richard Knight 
(Condon, Thomas Joseph 

(rean, Engene 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany. William 

Dillon, John 

Jonelan, Captain A, 

logan, PLC. 

Junean, J. Hastings 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

French, Peter 

‘lavin, Michael Joseph 
ithooly, James 

wddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson H 
(9.45.) Sir JOHN LENG( Dundee) said 
that when the Chancellor of the Ex- 
vequer announced the duty on grain it 
vas generally understood that he referred 
ily to wheat, barley, and oats, and 

ew people imagined that the duty 

would apply to some twenty other 

rticles, including such things as arrow- 

ot and starch. He had an Amend- 

nent on the Paper to omit “‘ starch.’ 
lis hon. friend the Member for Lincoln- 

hire had a similar Amendment on the 

Paper, but probably he did notmove it 

decause he was interested in the manu- 

facture of starch. He had been assured 


Lundon, W. 





(Y Donnell. T. 
| O'Dowd, John 










by manufacturers of starch in his own 
honstituency that this tax would affect 
them to the extent of hundreds of 
pounds annually. It might be said 
thit this was not much to them, 
but the position of this trade was a 
peculiar one, and he wished to bring 
before the notice of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, in case he had any idea 


how difficult it was to foresee the curious 
Famfications of trade which might be 
lected by such taxes. The jute trade 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. ) 
(Kerry, W.) 


| O’Kelly,James( Roscommon, N. 
O’Malley, William 


I extending duties of this character, | 





O’ Mara, James 
(Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

tea, Russell 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, John I. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. Joho G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C R.( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, +ow'r 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Toulmin, ¢ reorge 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Durbam, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FoR THE NOES 





Mr. Channing and Mir. 
Kearley. 
in Dundee was a peculiar one. The 


raw material came over 7,000 miles, 
from Caleutta, and 200,000 tons of this 
material were used every year in manu- 
factures in Dundee and district. From 
the position of Caleutta that place had 
immense advantages in the manufacture 
of jute. Caleutta was in close proximity 
to the ground where the jute was grown, 
and labour there was exceedingly cheap, 
for there the natives would work for a 
few annas per day as compared with a 
few shillings per day paid for the same 
labourin Dundee. InCaleutta every jute 
mill had two shifts and sometimes three, 
and in this way they had a great pull over 
manufactures in this country who were 
limited to ten hours per day under the 
Factory Acts. The consequence was 
that the multiplication of factories for 
the manufacture of jute in Caleutta and 
district had gone on by leaps and bounds. 
This competition had taken away from 


Dundee and district the trade with 
China and Australia, and had it not 
been for the extension of our home 


trade, this branch of manufacture would 
have been extinguished and obliterated. 





Finance 


1059 


What was the effect of this duty on 
starch, which was largely used in the 
dressing of jute? The difficulties which 
jute manufacturers had already ex- 
perienced through competition would be 
greatly increased by this tax, for they 
were being embarrassed by legislation 
which would tend to the benefit of their 
competitors abroad. It might be said 
that it did not matter much whether 
this trade was carried on in this country 
or in one of our great dependencies, but 
the jute trade gave employment to a 
very large number of men and women 
in this country, and if manuiacturers 
were overweighted by legislation, a 
serious injury would be done; because 
the conditions of life in Caleutta were 
not such as to encourage young men to 
go out there. Men might be tempted 
to accompany English capital to Calcutta 
in order to conduct jute works there, 
but the mortality of young men who 
went out to Caleutta was most alarming, 
and almost every newspaper contained 
an account of death ot some of these 
young men, and therefore he had held 
that it was a great injury to this country 
that the jute industry should be subjected 
to difficulties of this kind. He had 
brought this matter before the House in 
order .o show the necessity of the right 
hon. Gentleman being careful in legisla- 
tion of this kind, and as a warning against 
extending what had been done this year. 
He did not wish to stand in the way of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer getting 
his Bill passed, and as he had answered 
his purpose by the protest he had made 
he would not move his Amendment. 


Mr. CH: ANNING moved the omission 
of “arrowroot” from the schedule, 
protest against the policy of 
putting taxation on very small articles 
of import. It seemed to him ridiculous 
to tax an import like arrowroot, which 
was small in quantity but high in value. 
He believed that the cost of collecting 
the tax on such articles was enormous. 
The value of arrowroot, according to the 
quality, ranged from 5d per lb. up to Is. 
10d. per lb. It was really preposterous 
that on lower priced arrowroot the duty 
ad valorem should he 1 per cent. while 


as oa 
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on the higher _ priced article the duty 
should be } or § per cent. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“‘In page 5, line 28, to leave out the word 
‘arrowroot ’”—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘arrowroot’ stand part of the Bill.” 


*Sin. M. HICKS BEACH said he had 
had occasion to deal in the course of the 
debates on the Finance Bill with state- 
ments as tothe taxes proposed being such 
as would bear heavily on the poor man’s 
food, having regard to the value of the 
articles; but it was reserved for the hon. 


Member for East Northamptonshire to 
object to one of the items in the schedule, 


the ground that the tax was not 
high enough. He quite admitted that 
arrowroot was a smail item, but it was 
necessary to retain it among the other 
items to safeguard the main tax. 


on 


Me. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
say what the financial effect of adopting 
the hon. Member’s proposal would be?! 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I cannot 
say, but it would place the article in an 
untair position. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said 
the point raised by the hon. Member 
ior East Northamptonshire was 4 
substantial one. It was a great pity 
that in the long debates which had 
taken place on “the Bill there had 
not been an opportunity ot speaking 
of the danger to which small 
trades were exposed by these new taxés 
It was the greatest mistake to suppose 
that injury would not be done to the 
small trades concerned in the items 
referred to. He thought the C haneellor 
of the E xchequer might be a little more 
yielding in regard to some ot the items. 


(10.3)f Question put. 


some 


The House divided :—-Ayes, 161 ; Noes, 


107. (Division List No. 238.) 


AYES. 
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Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Whiteley, H (Ashton-und. Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks. 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 

Horniman, Prederiok John 

Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyee, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

pes Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir Johu 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
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MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘kKillop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, Jobn J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Murnaghan, George 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary,M. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P..J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
(YDonnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

’ Dowd, John 

( Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 


Police Reservists 
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O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, Jaines 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Siuclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 





Bill. 


Spencer, Rt Hn.C.R(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
‘Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(GV morgan, Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halitax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Dutham, Mid) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Lough. 








Other Amendments made. 
Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. 


[Bil 242.] 


POLICE RESERVISTS BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


Mr. Stuart WortLey (Sheffield, Hal- 
lam) in the Chair. 


| been particularly interested. 


(10.15.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark- 
shire, Mid) moved an Amendment for the 
purpose of making the provisions of the 
Bill apply whenever reservists were called | 
out by any Royal Proclamation, and not 
merely to the recent case when they 
were called out for service in connection 
with the South African war. They 
were dealing here with what might be 
suid to be an Amendment of the Police 
Pension Act. It was pertectly right 
that the time during which police re- 
servists were on active service should 
count accrued service for pension 
purposes. There was no reason what- 
ever why that power should, as the 
Bill proposed, be limited to the recent 
war. The same power should apply to 
any future war. ‘The reserves could not 
be called out except by Royal Pro- 
clamation in case of national danger. 
He always objected to a Bill being passed 
to meet a special case, and that was his 
reason for moving this Amendment. 
There was no reason in principle why the 
proposal in the Bill should not be made 


as 


the permanent law of the land, need 


to all wars. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was not inclined to agree with his hon. 
friend in making general this particular 
form of relief. 


*\Mr. RITCHIE said he entirely agreed 
with the hon. Member for Dundee, 
although he quite appreciated the motive 
of the hon. Member for Mid Lanark. 


Mr. CALDWELL said his point was 


| . *“,* . . 
| that they were limiting this concession to 


the present war in which the nation had 


He did not 


want to leave policemen who were 
reservists at the mercy of the local 
authorities to refuse to allow them to 


count their service with the colours for 
their pension in any other war. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In Clause 1, page 1, line 10, to leave out 
from ‘ proclamation,’ to ‘Le,’ in line 11, and 
insert * shall? °— (Wr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE hoped that his hon. 
friend would not press his Amendment. 
There was no doubt whatever that many 
local authorities would be only too glad 
to exercise the power of counting the 
service of their police, who rejoined the 
colours as reservists for their pension; 
but he did not think the House would he 
justified in inserting the word * shall” in 
the Bill. 








Question put and agreed to. 


‘read the third time, and passed. 





Bill reported without Amendment: 
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PRISON OFFICERS (PENSIONS) BILL. 


Supply— 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. Sruart Worrtey {(Sheftield, 
Hallam) in the Chair. 


Clause 1: 


Mr. CALDWELL said that when the 
prisons were taken over from the local 
authorities by the State, it was stated in 
the House that the warders and prison 
oficials would not, by the Act of 1877, 
be put in a worse position than they 
were in prior to the passing of that Act. 
The State was to receive their services, 
and pay their salaries and pensions 
when the latter became due. This Bill 
gave power to the local authorities to 
pay a proportion of the pension for the 
period atter 1877. On what principle of 
reason, justice, and common sense 
could it be said that any portion of the 
pension earned for services done to the 
State should be paid by the local 
authority ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the scope of the 
Bill was extremely limited. When the 
Government took over the prisons in 
I877 there were certain prison officers 
taken over with them, who then came 
under the ordinary rule of superannua- 
tion. The local authorities had been in 
the hibit of giving these officers rather 
more than was done under the Super 
annuation Act, and since 1877 the 
local authority had in many cases paid 
these servants the difference between 
Government superannuation and_ the 
pension previously given by the local 
authority. It had recently been held 
by the Local Government Board 
Auditor that the local authorities 
Were exceeding their powers in so 
doing, and that they were liable to 
be surcharged. The local authorities 
therefore asked that the extra payment 
might be legalised, and the object of the 
Bill was to carry out that request. 


Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. Bill reported 
without Amendment; read the third 
time, and passed. 


{18 JuNE 1902} 
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SUPPLY [5TH JuNE] REPORT. 
Resolution reported :— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £50,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to be issued 
to Lieutenant General Lord Kitchener 
of Khartoum, G.C.B., K.C.M.G., Com- 
mander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s Forces 
in South Africa, in recognition of his 
eminent services during the warin South 
Africa.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Com mittee in the said Resolution.” 


(10.50.) Mr. WILLIAM REDMON Dsaid 
he would refrain from movingthe Amend- 
mentof which he hadgiven noticeto reduce 
the Vote to Lord Kitchener of Khartoum 
by £40,000, because he was quite satisfied 
with taking a vote against the grant as 
a whole in Committee. The last time 
this matter was before the House he was 
prevented from making the speech he 
intended to deliver by a very painful 
and deplorable outbreak of disorder. 
On that occasion, because he had ex- 
pressed an opinion at variance with the 
opinions of hon. Gentlemen opposite, he 
was clamorously prevented from mak- 
ing the speech he had intended to make, 
the closure was moved, and other hon. 
Members were prevented from speaking 
also. He passed from that incident, and 
would merely observe that, on that 
occasion, he was distinetly in order, and 
that the Chairman had ruled— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I hope the hon. 
Member will not enter upon that. It 
would not be in order to discuss the 
Chairman’s ruling. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he did 
not intend to discuss the Chairman's 
ruling, except to say that he wasin order, 
and that the tumult which arose was not 
of his making, but the making of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, who could not ex- 
hibit sufticient toleration to hear views 
which did not coincide with their own. 
He had only to say now what he had 
intended to say when the Vote was 
before the Committee, and if what he 
was about to say did not meet with the 
approval of hon. Gentlemen opposite, he 
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they should not listen to him ; because 
after all one of the greatest characteristics 
of the House of Commons was that it was 
supposed to represent all shades of public 
opinion in the country. However hon. 
Gentlemen opposite might regard the 
matter, there were tens and hundreds of 
thousands of people, not merely in Ire- 
land, but in Great Britain, whe were 
opposed to the granting of such a large 
sum of money 
performing what was, after all, only his 
duty as an officer, for which he was 
paid. He knew that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite thought it was not in accord- 
ance with what they considered good 
taste that any objection should be raised 
on an oceasion like the present. But 
after all, if hon. Members did not repre- 
sent the opinions of those who elected 
them, they must occupy a very false 
position in the House of Commons. In 
opposing this Vote he undoubtedly e x- 
pressed the opinions not only of the 
12,000 electors in Clare that he repre- 
sented, but the opinions of the 
majority of the inhabitants of Ireland ; 
and, therefore, he was sure that hon. 
Gentlemen opposite would consider that 
in expressing his opinion on the Vote 
he was only doing his duty. Sometimes 
the Irish Members were severely criti- 
cised for the strength of the language 
which they used from time to time in 
expressing their opinions; and sometimes 
the Irish newspapers were condemned 
the vehemence with which 
they expressed their views. He could 
only say that, having had considerable 
political experience, and having been 
nineteen years a Member of the House 
ot Commons, he never, either in the 
House, or in England, or in Ireland, ex- 
perienced anything at all approaching 
the violence of the expressions used 
by the Press of England against himself, 


because of 


and against men like him who felt it 
their duty to oppose the grant. The 


newspapers of this country published 
language of a character such as had not 
been used in the strongest days of the 
Irish agitation by any Irish newspaper. 
Several newspapers in this country and 
city incited people to violently attack 


himself and his colleagues, because they 


had the courage of their convictions. 


Mr. IVilliam Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 





to Lord Kitchener for | 
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submitted that that was no reason why | One newspaper in London, not very im. 


portant, and only noticeable, as a rule, 
because of the violence of its language— 
he referred to the (/obe—expressed the 
opinion that he, and men like him, who 
opposed the grant to Lord Kitchener 
should be hunted through the streets of 
London like rats. He could imagine the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
North Armagh or some other strong 
supporter of the Government in Ireland, 
quoting with gusto language of that 
kind if they found it in an Irish news. 
paper. Irish newspapers had been sup- 
pressed, and Irish editors had been sent 
to gaol, for publishing language not 
nearly as violent, and not nearly as likely 
to lead to a breach of the peace, as the 
language of the Globe. He would only 
say “with regard to comments like that, 
that they would not complain as long as 
they were spared the humiliation and 
disgrace of having to undergo what the 
editor and manager of the (lo/v under- 
went, when they were obliged, like 
whipped curs, at the bar of the House 
to withdraw an infamous insult which 
had been lev: lled against the represen- 
tatives of Ireland. 

As he had intended to observe 
he was interrupted by the 
disorder in Committee, he objected to 
the grant to Lord Kitchener, principally 
because he held him responsible for what 
had occurred in the concentration camps 
in South Africa during the war. In 
those camps, 15,000 children were, as 
he believed, foully, wantonly, and u- 
necessarily done to death. He had heard 
it stated that those camps were really 
provided, in order to protect the women 
and children of the Boers; and thati 
they had not been provided, the women 
and children would have died on the 
veldt. But before those camps were pr0- 
vided, the home: of those women and 
children were burned to the ground, 
their crops were destroyed, and all means 
of livelihood were taken from them. 
Therefore, if they were in a position of 
starvation and destitution it was because 
of the action of the Army under Lord 
Kitchener in wantonly burning the 
homes, ‘and destroying the property of 
the families of the men in arms ; and it 
was absurd to say that any credit was 
due to the Government or to the Army 
for providing camps for people who wert 
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rendered helpless and homeless by the 
conduct of the Government. He was 
quite prepared to admit that Jord 
kitchener was not the man who 
originated the policy of those camps. 
As far as he knew, that policy was 
initiated by Lord Roberts, but if Lord 
Kitchener did not originate that policy, 
he carried it out; and he would repeat 
what he said inCommittee, that, as far as 
Lord Kitchener was responsible for those 
camps, he held him personally responsible 
for the deaths of 15,000 innocent and 
helpless children. He was not going to 
review at any length the conditions and 
circumstances under which the campaign 
was carried on by Lord Witchener ; but 
when he was asked to vote Lord Kitchener 
£50,000, he could not refrain from reflect- 
ing what had happened in those camps. 
It was admitted in this House that the 
women and children of the Boers in arms 
received only half rations; they were 
practically starved, while the women and 
children of the men who had surrendered 
received full rations. He said deliberately 
that 2 more cowardly and a more con- 
temptible policy than that was never 
indulged in by any Army or any Power 
against an opponent. What could be 
more contemptible than that the news 
should reach men in the field that their 
women and children were receiving half 
rations because they were still fighting, 
and that if they only surrendered their 
wives and little ones would get full 
rations | ‘That system was exposed and 
denounced by the Irish Members in the 
House of Commons, and a stop was put 
to it; but it was not stopped until a 
number of miserable women and children, 
underted and placed in most unsanitary 
surroundings, were done to death. It 
was mainly because of those camps, 
organised and controlled by Lord Nit- 
chener, that he opposed the grant. 

He did not understand the idea of such 
grants at all. He quite admitted that in 
some instances junior officers in the Army 
were not, perhaps, paid as they ought to 
be paid, although they were paid quite 
what they were worth, but the generals 
in the field and the senior officers were 
well paid. What, therefore, was the 
idea in giving a general, who was already 
well paid for doing his duty, a special 
grant of £50,000? Either he was already 
sufficiently paid or he was not ; if he was 
not, then let his pay be increased, but let 
them not, at the end of a campaign, 
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single out one man out of an army of 
250,000 and give him £50,000. He 
should like to ask what money grant was 
to be given to the men of the rank and 


file. Since the matter had been in 
Committee, he had received a_ large 


number of letters from wives of men in 
the Reserve, who said they were glad that 
notice had been taken in the House of 
the fact that, while money was being 
lavished on Lord Kitchener and other 
military swells, absolutely nothing had 
been done to compensate the men of the 
rank and file, especially the Reserve men, 
who had left their employment and their 
wives and children practically in destitu- 
tion when they went to the war. He 
could understand a special grant to Lord 
Kitchener, if it were proposed side 
by side with a grant for the rank and 
file. It was unjust and unfair that two 
men should be singled out from an army 
of 250,000 and should receive between 
them £150,000 at a time when he knew, 
und he was prepared to prove it, that a 
number of men who had fought in the 
war had been obliged to enter work- 
houses in Ireland. ‘The fact was that the 
system of granting large sums of money 
under such circumstances was a_ bad 
system, and a system which he believed 
was not approved by the majority of the 
inhabitants of the country. What did 
Lord Kitchener do, anyway, for his 
£50,000! At the end of two and a half 
years, with an army ovtnumbering the 
Boers by something like ten to one, he 
succeeded in bringing about peace by 
recommending the Government to give 
the Boers a grant of several millions to 
rebuild their farms. He was not prepared 
to deny that that must have been a 
matter of great gratification and relief to 
the majority of the people of this country 
and the Empire at large. He naturally 
would have liked to have seen the Boers 
retain their independence. He had 
always said that, and would repeat it ; 
hut the peace which had been concluded 
was not a peace won, but a peace bought. 
The Boers were given £3,000,000 to re- 
build their homes, and they were 
promised what was denied to Ireland, a 
full measure of self-government in the 
future. If instead of these terms the 
Government had proposed to set up a 
sort of Dublin Castle over the Boers, 
they would be fighting still; but, whether 
the peace was good or bad, one thing was 
certain ; that was, that no honour or glory, 
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or no great military achievements marked 
the British conduct of the war. Lord 
Kitchener, for all he knew, did as well in 
the circumstances as any other general 
would have done, but he certainly did 
nothing to distinguish himself, or to show 
that he was possessed of any particular 
military genius, nor had he anything to 
show in the way of victories won, that 
would justify such a great reward. - In 
the very last engagement of importance 
in the war, the British troops were 
defeated and overwhelmed; and how 
they could arrive at the conclusion that 
Lord Kitchener deserved £50,000 was 
more than he could understand. Lord 
Methuen, who was defeated before the 
war was concluded, was, he had heard, a 
very capable man. As a military leader, 
he believed he was not a success; but 
for hard, unremitting work in the field, 
without grumbling or complaining, he 
certainly merited a reward a great deal 
better than either Lord Roberts or Lord 
Kitchener. He fought the best he could 
with complaining, without coming home, 


and without having his family, with their ! 


baggage, sent up to him to Pretoria. But 
because, at the end, he happened to be 


overwhelmed, when, perhaps, any other | 


general would have been equally over- 
whelmed, he was ignored. ‘Then what 
about General Buller? He did more 
than Lord Roberts and Lord Kitchener 
put together. He fought hard, and 
he fought long, but because he did 
not suit his action to the opinions of the 
Colonial Secretary and the Secretary for 
War, he was passed over and got no 
reward whatever. The people of Lreland 
regarded the whole of the matter as a 
piece of hypocrisy. They believed the 
hest men were not getting the rewards. 
What, he might ask, was to be done for 
the rank and file? They could come 
home and go to the workhouses. It was 
perfectly well known that thousands of 
men who had given up their employment 
to join the Reserve, found on their return 
that their places had been filled up, and 
that no employment was open to them. 
It would be much better to divide the 
£50,000 among them than to lavish it 
on Lord Kitchener, who, a few years ago, 
received £1 a head for every unfortunate 
Arab he slaughtered in the Soudan. 

He opposed the grant from the Trish 
point of view, because they objected from 


the first to vote any money in connection | 


with the war. The Chancellor of the 
Mr. William Redinond. 


(COMMONS) 


Exchequer 
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only today acknowledged 
the misery and destitution of a large 
section of the people of Ireland; and 
they ought not to be expected, through 
their representatives, to allow Votes of 
this kind to be passed without a protest. 
How much good could not be done 
towards improving their condition, and 
promoting industries, by the amount of 
this grant! From the Lrish point of view, 
both on account of the poverty of the 
country, and of the war, this grant of 
money was altogether detestable, and 
ought to he opposed. But what of the 
English point of view? Every night the 
streets of London were filled with men 
and women, who, through no fault of 
their own, but through sheer misfortune 
and the want of honest employment, were 
in the direst necessity. [t was impossible 
to take up any London newspaper with- 
out reading accounts of the most appall- 
ing misery and destitution; and so it 
was in every large centre of population 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the country. There was want and desti- 
tution everywhere, and yet it was im- 
possible to get hon. Members opposite to 
seriously attempt to alleviate distress, or 
to help men who were in straitened cir- 
cumstances through no fault of their own. 
Whenever any proposal was made to 
legislate for the benefit of the masses, or 
to relieve those who deserved to be re- 
lieved, a deaf ear was turned to it : but 
the moment the Government proposed 
to shower tens of thousands of pounds on 
men who were already paid by the State 
for their work, it was cheerfully voted by 
hon. Members opposite. He renewed 
the protest he made in Committee against 
the grant. In Committee, he would not 
have attempted to supplement the masterly 
statement of the case, from the Irish 
point of view, made by his hon, friend 
the Member for East Mayo, were tt 
not for the greatest possible provoca- 
tion which was given to himself and 
to every Irish Member, by the most un- 
warranted and unealled-for attack levelled 
against them by the hon. Member 
for the Newport Division of Shrop- 
shire. If the hon. Member had not prac- 
tically insultedthe Irish Members bysaying 
that they did not represent the people 
of Ireland, and had denied their right to 
speak on behalf of the Irish people, he 
himself would not have spoken, and _ the 
tumult and disorder which followed would 
not have occurred. It was all due to the 
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uncalled-for attack of the hon. Member, 
who never lost an opportunity of pro- 
voking the Irish Members. He was glad 
that what he had to say had been listened 
to, and the moral of the incident in Com- 
mittee was, that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
should try on all occasions to keep cool, 
and to calmly listen even to opinions 
with which they did not agree. He was 
glad that he had been able to make his 
protest without interruption, and also 
very glad that Mr. Speaker had been 
spared the humiliation of being present 
on the previous occasion. 


(11.15.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL 
(Donegal, S.) said that in entering 
his protest against the grant he de- 
sired to do so without the slightest per- 
sonal feeling, but simply in order to dis- 
charge his duty to his constituents. Every 
word he would utter would be governed by 
the consideration that he would be un- 
worthy of his position in the House, if he 
were to vote £50,000 to Lord Kitchener 
when the food of the people in his constitu- 
ency was beingtaxed for it. He might have 
to say things which would be distasteful 
to hon. Gentlemen opposite, but it would 
be a sad day for the House of Commons 
and its liberties when the shouts of a 
domineering majority would be able to 
drown the voice of a Member saying dis- 
tasteful things. They had only to re- 
member how many men had said distaste- 
ful things in the past which had been 
proved to be right. Lord Chatham spoke 
distastefully when he appealed — for 
American independence ; Cobden and 
Bright said distasteful things when they 
protested against the Crimean War ; and 
the day would come when the balance of 
public opinion would incline to the men 
who had said distasteful things in con- 
nection with the war in South Africa, and 
who had proclaimed the faith that was in 
them. Ifhe were a British Member, he 
vould oppose the grant on the general 
principle that such grants were not right 
or proper. Although he would oppose 
the grant, at the same time they all felt 
grateful to Lord Kitchener for being the 
means of ending this abominable war. 
That was as clearly a feather in Lord 
Kitchener's cap, as the war itself was a 
feather in the Colonial Secretary's cap. 
He did not know from what bird the 
Colonial Secretary plucked that feather. 
He believed it must have been a moulting 
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vulture, or something of that sort. He 
would also recall the fact that Lord 


Kitchener had nothing to do with 
the series of abominable and _ base 
intrigues which began the war. 


Further, Lord Kitchener won his spurs 
for himself. He was not sent out as long 
as the game was to be a mere march to 
Pretoria. Then the favourites of Society 
were sent out; but whatever Lord 
Kitchener did he did as a hard-working 
officer. There was another thing in 
Lord Kitchener's favour. He actually 
danced on the War Office, and he was 
delighted at it. He told the War Office 
that they were sending him men who 
could neither shoot nor ride; and the 
War Office did not venture to tell him 
to rewrite his despatches. He was not 
bullied by the War Office, and, in spite 
of the favouritism prevailing there, he 
got everything he wanted. 


Having said so much, he would 
now say why he held that Lord 


Kitchener should not be voted chis 
grant. First of all, Lord Kitchener was 


well paid already. He had £5,009 a 
vear, and was Commander-in-Chief elect 
in India at a salary of £7,000 a year. 
Only three years ago he received £30,000, 
and in view of the fact that they did not 
know how much was to be given to the 
widows and children of the 20,000 men 
who had lost their lives in the war, or 
to the 80,000 men whose lives had been 
ruined, he could not understand why 
one man should have been selected for 
such a large grant. He was certain that 
the 80,000 men who had suffered in the 
war would not receive one hundredth part 
of the grant to Lord Kitchener, who, be 
was happy to say, had not suffered 
physically in the war at all. He was 
already well paid for doing his work, 
and it was an outrage that he should be 
given a bonus in addition. There was 
one thing in the grant which dif- 
ferentiated it from every other military 
grant. On no occasion had a grant of 
public money been voted so soon after 
the conclusion of operations. On other 
oceasions, grants had only been given aiter 
a full inquiry had been held into the 
war. On the present occasion peace 
was concluded on Saturday, and on the 
following Thursday the First Lord of 
the Treasury proposed this grant. That 
The grant to 
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Lord Roberts was proposed on the 31st of 
July, although he declared the war over 
on the 15th of September previously. 
The battle of Omdurman was fought in 
September, 1898, but the grant to Lord 
Kitchener was not proposed until the 
5th of June in the following year. Why 
was there such haste in giving this grant 
to Lord Kitchener? Was it because the 
War Office did not want a thorough 
and comprehensive inquiry into the war ! 
He would not say a word personally dis- 
paraging to Lord Kitchener, but he was 


responsible for every act of war, and 
charges in connection with very great 
atrocities had been made, and until 


they had been inquired into the grant 
ought not to be voted. There were in 
twenty-four actions fought in the war 
in reference to which no despatches 
had been published, except simply 
the tale of the wounded. There was an 
important action at Standerton in which 
eight men were killed and twenty-two 
wounded. He asked the Secretary for 
War for an account of what occurred in 
that engagement. If the right hon. 
Gentleman’s answer was right, it did not 
reflect credit on Lord Kitchener, and if 
it were wrong it did not reflect credit 
on the right hon. Gentleman. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that no informa- 
tion beyond the list of casualties had 
reached the War Office, and he added 
that if Lord Kitchener attached any 


importance to the engagement he would 


have telegraphed particulars. Lord 
Kitchener ought to have attached 


importance to loss of life. There was 
one thing that Lord Kitchener could not 
be personally acquitted of, and that was 
that he prevented Miss Hobhouse from 
visiting the concentration camps when 
she went to South Africa a second time. 
The Secretary for War told him that it 
was owing to Lord Kitchener's action 
that that benevolent lady was not allowed 


to investigate the condition of the 
camps) Then again, Lord Kitchener 


could not be acquitted of responsibility 
for the order which was given on many 
oceasions, with a refinement of cruelty, 
that the friends and relatives of men 
sentenced to be shot should be present 
at their execution. He had a prelimi- 
nary notice with reference to an execu- 
tion at Craddock which stated that all 
adults were ordered to attend the market 
Mr. Swift MacNeill 


{COMMONS} 
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square to witness the promulgation of 
sentences of death. That was utt erlyim- 
proper and utterly wrong. There was 
another point which ought not to be 
omitted. Until Lord Kitchener furnished 
a full account of all the circumstances 
connected with theexecutionof Australian 
officers for the murder of Boer prisoners 
of war, the grant should not be voted. 
Those murders took place on the 31st 
of August last year, the circumstances 
were known to Lord Kitchener on the 
16th of October, and yet in November 
the Secretary of State for War made 
speeches in which he brought charges of 
wholesale murder against the Boers, and 
stated that he had asked Lord Kitchener 
for specific particulars. They did not 
know what took place even now, but 
they did know that the Secretary 
for War had particulars of these murders 
in his pocket, but suppressed them from 
the public. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must not make this an opportunity of 
attacking the Secretary of State for 
War. 

Mr. SWIFT MACN 
doing it. 


NEILL : 


I was not 


*Mr. SPEAKER: When I interrupted 
the hon. Gentleman he was saying that 
the Secretary for War had information 
in his pocket which he had _ suppressed 
from the public. That is an attack, not 
on Lord Kitchener, but on the Secretary 
of State for War. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that full 
information with reference to the murder 
of the Boer prisoners of war should have 
been given. Three of the Australian 
officers concerned had the Distinguished 
Service medal, and the defence was that 
they only did what they 
and what others did: and 
because one of the victims 
German missionary that the murder § 
were inquired into. All these matters 
should be investigated, and not drowned 
in Coronation fireworks. Then, Ban 
no fewer than 600 farms had _ been 
burned, two of them belonging to De 
Wet and two to Delarey and he sub- 
mitted that, until there was a prope | 
inquiry into the war, it was Xeterdy | 
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to Lord Kitchener. If an investigation 
was subsequently held, it would be said 
that all were ancient 
history, and that they should let bygones 
be bygones. 


these matters 
But they would not let 
bygones be bygones as long as they 
asked to £50,000 
wrung from the vitals of a starving 
people. 
at the front that it was considered that 


were contribute 


He had heard from an officer 


the Australian officers were very hardly 
dealt with, only because one of their 
The 


hideous system of putting the women 


rictims was a German missionary. 


and children on half rations in order to 


endeavour to strike at brave men in 
the field, through their families, ought 
ilso not to be forgotten. He had been 
istened to most patiently, and, in con- 
dusion, would only show, by reading a 
iew extracts, that the charges which he 
was bringing against Lord Kitchener 
tad been brought by responsible persons 
igainst Lord Roberts also. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The 


vhether charges were brought against 


question 


lord Roberts, and whether they were 
ight or wrong, has nothing to do with 
the Vote to Lord Kitchener. 

A NATIONALIST 


Member: Another 


instance of British fair-play ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must not make reflections upon the 
Chair. I have endeavoured to act with 


lairness to all. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: | 


mputed no unfairness whatever, Sir. 


have 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I was not referring 
tothehon. Member forSouth Donegal, but 


to an hon. Member behind him. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL regretted the 
Speaker had not permitted him to read 
the extract, because it would have shown 
that exactly the same charges as were 
now made against Lord Kitchener were 
made against Lord Roberts by no less 
a personage than the present Colonial 
Secretary. If Members doubted that, 
they could refer to Zhe Times of February 
9th, 1880. The Irish Members had 
protested against the war the 
beginning, and against every outrage 
committed in the war. 


from 


If accusations 
of house-burning or of starving women 
and children were brought against the 
troops, similar deeds could be found to 
have been committed in Ireland. 


A 


British fair-play ! 


NATIONALIST MEMBER: More 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


Member not 


I must ask the hon. 
to interrupt. The hon. 
Member in possession of the House is not 
in order in making this question an oppor- 


tunity for discussing the events of 1798. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he was 
referring to them merely for purposes 
of illustration. Every story of atrocity 
in connection with the war in South 


Africa could be matched by a similar 
story with regard to Ireland. The 
[rish Members were bound to tell 
the British House of Commons not 
only what they thought, but what 
the whole civilised world, outside 
the manufactured and mammonised 


opinion, thought of England. 


He 


glad that the war was over, but as he 


was 
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objected to Lord Roberts getting 
£100,000 for ending the war for a 
general election, so he objected to 


Lord Kitchener getting £50,000 for re- 


ending it for the Coronation. 


(11.44.) Mr. POWER (Waterford, FE.) 
said it was extremely dificult to get 
Englishmen to take a dispassionate view 
of 
of the 


approval of the war, to a large extent 


the war. He believed the majority 


House, when they expressed 


voiced the opinion of the English people. 
But, at the same time, he desired to 


express his admiration of those brave 


and gallant Englishman who, in spite 
held 


against the war, and also of that brave 


of mob-tyranny, their views as 
Englishwoman who, by her own exertions, 
did so much to improve the wretched 
condition of the people imprisoned in 


the What 


the position of the Irish Members ? 


was 
Not 


say 


concentration camps. 


even their greatest enemy would 
they had had one voice for the hill- 
Ireland the 


of Commons. From the begin- 


sides of and another for 
House 
ning they had proclaimed the detestation 


of their people for this war. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question is not 
as to the justice or popularity of the 
war, but whether or not Lord Kitchener 


should have this money voted to him. 


Mr. POWER said he was endeavour- 
ing to show that in opposing the war 
the Irish Members were speaking for 
the people by whom they were sent to 


the House of Commons. 


*\MrR. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


must confine himself strictly to the 


question of the grant to Lord Kitchener. 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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Report. 
Mr. POWER contended that the war 


had not redounded to the credit of 
British arms, and future generations 
would declare that Lord Kitchener's 


conduct of the war, and his action jn 
placing hostages on trains, and so forth, 
did not reflect any credit upon him, 
Irish blood had been most lavishly spilt, 
but it had never been spilt in a more 


unworthy cause. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have twice called 


the hon. Member to order, and must have | 
made it quite clear to him that it is not | 


in order to go into a discussion of the 
rights of the war. The only question is 
the conduct of the general to whom it is 


now proposed to vote money. 


Mr. POWER said that he voted 
against the grant to his own country- 
man, Lord Roberts, and he should 


certainly vote against the grant to Lord 
Although 


tested might be a small minority in this 


Kitchener. those who pro- 


believed they represented 


the the 


country, he 
the taken 


civilised world. 


view by rest of 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
not like it be said that the 


only voices in opposition to this grant 


would to 


came from Ireland, because there was 
in Great Britain a strong feeling of 
resentment amongst the thinking section 
of the working classes against it. He 


opposed the grant on principle. Lord 


Kitchener was paid for being a general, 


and when engaged in the dirty and 
disgraceful work of war he was simply 
doing that for which he was paid. He 
(the hon. Member) objected to the 


military section of the servants of the 


| State being singled out for these special 
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Men 


coveries in science or mechanics conferred 


rewards. who made great 
much greater benefit on the race than 
those who headed an army engaged ini 
slaying and burning, but they were not 
rewarded in this way. Moreover, in the 


of a few weeks there would be 
100,000 
done as 


had 
What would be their prospect ? 


course 
home who, in 


had 


country as 


returning men 


the war, much for king 
Kitchener. 
Trade 


taxes 


and Lord 


wages going down, 


depressed, 


and the cost of living going up, 


but no grant as a_ reward — for 


[‘* Yes, 


was to be 


their services. there is.”’| 
There 


man a sum about sufficient to buy a 


given to each 


suit of clothes in which to start work 


again. It was more an insult than a 
grant when compared with the Vote to 
Sheftield 


a fund had been opened in order to 


the Commander-in-Chief. In 


feed, by charity, the working men there 
who were unable to find employment. 
Was it a proper time, when such steps 
were necessary, to vote this enormous 


sum to a man who had done no more 


than his duty? Some of them thought 
he had done that duty in such a way 
as not to bring credit upon the country 
by which he was employed ; but, apart 
from that, the best that could be said 
of Lord Kitchener simply amounted to 
this—that he had proved to be the one 
the 
ruck of incapables who had been sent 


to South Africa. 


fairly satisfactory general among 
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the conduct of Lord Kitchener as a 
soldier, and it was from that point of 
view he was unable to support the Vote. 
For a year and three-quarters he had 
had 300,000 or 400,000 men under his 
command, while the force opposed to 
30.000 or 40,000 


farmers, and that fact alone suggested 


him consisted of 


the question of whether this Vote was 


justifiable. But his chief objection was 
as to the methods by which Lord 
Kitchener had carried on the war, 


especially as to farm-burning, concen- 
tration camps, and the murder—he could 
eall it nothing less—of men like Scheepers 
and Lotter. No other civilised army, in 


had 


work to which Lord Roberts and Lord 


modern times, been put to the 


Kitchener had put the British troops 
in the way of farm-burning. it was 
not the pro-Boers alone who had de- 
nounced the practices to which he 
objected as making war on women and 
children. They had been condemned by 
Lord Clive and Lord Napier, and, even 
in connection with the present war, by 
late Field Marshal Neville 


Chamberlain. They were contrary to 


the sir 


the usages of civilised warfare, and 


gainst the agreement of the Hague 
Convention. The concentration camps 
were the direct result of the policy otf 
arm-burning. As to Scheepers and 
Lotter, they were simply charged with 


doing what the British army had done 


| again and again, and it looked as though, 





ethicient 
had been 


trumped up against them in order that 


| because they were able and 


opponents, these 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- | 
shire, Eifion) said that his objection to | 
this Vote had nothing whatever to do | they might be shot. These things were 


with the abhorrence he had always felt | an indelible disgrace to Lord Kitchener 


charges 


for the war. Whoever was responsible | and the honour of the British nation, 


for the war, Lord Kitchener was not. | and he would never vote a single farthing 


The House had now to judge only of 
VOL. CLIX. 


to an officer responsible for such deeds. 


[FOURTH SERIEs. | 2P 
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(11.57.) Mr. A. J. BALrour rose in his 


{COMMONS} 


place and claimed to move, “That the! now put.” 


Question be now put.” 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, Jaines Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beaeh, Rt. Hn. SirMicl’el Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montague 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Chamberlayne, T.(S'thampton 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John KD. Wingtield- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir Wilham Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants,W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
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Question put, “* That the Question be 


The House divided :—Ayes, 198 ; Noes, 


a. 


AYES. 


Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, HnJ. E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ml’s 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Sal’p 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby- (Line. ) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wedn’sb’ry 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marg.of(L’donderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, James (Statfords, N. W. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hoge, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J.F. (Shetti'd, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John( Kent, Fav’1sh’m 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W(Salop. ) 
Kimoer, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHn. Walter( Bristol,S. ) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 


(Division List No. 239.) 


Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J. (Antrim,E.} 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fred. G, 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill. Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

2andles; John S. 

Zeid, 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Round, James 

Russell, T. W 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,Sir Mark.J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 


James (Greenock) 
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Vineent.Col. SirC. E. H(Shethi’d 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C, E. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney | 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge | 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. | 
\llen,Charles P.(Gloue.,Strud | 
Ambrose, Robert 

sarry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 

Firench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, Je — Cc inciatiniiae 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 





Hardie,.J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick | 


(12.8.) Question put accordingly, “That | 
this House doth agree with the Committee | 84. 


in the said Resolution.” 


\cland-} lood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allen, CharlesP.(Gloue,, Stroud 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-lorster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W( Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick cae 
Beach, Rt Hn Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith. | 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodriek, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 


| O'Dowd, 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 


NOES. 


Frederick John 
Arthur C. 


Horniman, 
Humphreys-Owen, 
Joicey, Sir James 
Joyce, Michael 
Law,Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W. ) 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

Macdonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


MacVeach, Jeremiah 
M‘Kean, John 

M'kKillop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 


| Mooney, John J, 


Moss, Samuel 

Murn: gh: un, George 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Ke a al (Tippera’y Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
John 


AYES. 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burdett- Cc outts, 

sutcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cantley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chambertain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chamberlayne, T.(S thampton 
Channing, Francis Allston 


H. 


| Charrington, Spencer 
| Clive, Captain Perey A. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 


| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


| C olomb,! SirJ ohnCharles Ready 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


| Cranborne, Viscount 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 





| Shaw, 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Shipman, Dr. 





The House divided : 
(Division List No. 


| Faber, 


feport. 1086 
Wyndhain, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther, 


O’ Kelly, James(Rosecommon,N 
0” Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M 

tedmond, John E.( Waterford) 
tedmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Thomas (Hawick B.) 


John G. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, Gow'r 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O'Brien. 


Ayes, 227; Noes, 


240.) 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-shi. 
Dickson, Caarles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
| Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Faber,Edmund B.(Hants, W.) 
George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ (Mane'r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Foster,PhilipS. (Warwick,S W 
| Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
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Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJ ohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, SirA ugustusFrederick | 
Gordon, Hn.J.E (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon,Maj Evans (T’rH’mlets | 
Gore, HnG R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb ry 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Chureliill 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mid’sx | 
Hamilton, Marq.of (Lond‘derry) 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Win. | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Heath,James(Staffords.N.W.) | 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. | 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J. F (Shettield, Brightside | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m | 
Hozier, Hon..James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Dickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence,-Joseph( Monmouth) 
Lawson, Jolin Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Adjournment of 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. FE. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Joland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hardie,.J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, Jolin Patrick 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Murray,Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 


| (Y Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


{COMMONS} 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Levy, Maurice 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) | 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rtin. W.G Ellison 
Macedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E.) | 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) | 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milner, Rt. Ho. Sir FrederickG. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Paey 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire | 


| Morrell, George Herbert 


Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Moss, Samuel 


| Mount, William Arthur 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 


Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col, Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 


| Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Rickeut, J. Compton 


NOES, 


Joyee, Michael 

Law,Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MaeVeagh, Jeremiah 
M:Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Brien, Kendal (Tipper’ry Mid | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. | 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Russel', T. W. 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. 
Samuel. 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely,MajorJ. E.B.(Lof Wight 
Shaw Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 


| Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 


Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt Hn. R.( Northants 


| Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tagyart 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Strachey, Sir Edward 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Vineent,Col.SirC EH (Shettield 
| Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William George 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir Jolin Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Kelly,James( Roseommon,N,) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 
fedmond, John E. (Waterford 


| Redmond, William (Clare) 


toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| Roche, John 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O'Brien. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve o’clocks 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 19th June, 1902. 


EARL FITZWILLIAM. 

Report made from the Lord Chancellor, 
that the right of William Charles de 
Muro Wenworth-FitzWilliam Earl Fitz- 
William, in the Peerage of Ireland, to 
vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland has been established to 
the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM- 


ROAD BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 


- with Amendments. 


SWANSEA CORPORATION BILL [4.1]. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 


> with Amendments. 


TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [H.1. }. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 


: with Amendments. 


KNARESPOROUGH IMPROVEMENT 
BILL. 


The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 


: reported, with Amendments. 


RATHMINES AND RATHGAR URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 


} without Amendment. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 5) BILL [H.1. }. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 


: with Amendments, and committed to a 
‘Committee of the Whole 
; morrow. 


House ‘To- 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL. 


and committed 


oa 


=) 


Read 
morrow. 


for To- 
LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
Read 2", and committed. 

CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 2", and committed; the Com- 

mittee to be proposed by the Committee 

0: Selection. 


VoL. CIX. [FounTH Srnies. ] 


{19 JUNE 1902} 
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FINCHLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL, 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION (GEN- 
ERAL POWERS) BILL, 
EASTBOURNE CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 2°. 


GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RAIL- 
WAYS (SOUTH YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAYS) BILL. 


Read 2*, and committed. 


WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
BILL, 
LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 2*, and committed; the Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
ot Selection. 


BROADSTAIRS GAS BILL. 
Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL, 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL, 
OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY PRQ- 
VISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


LANCASHIRE COUNTY (LUNATIC 
ASYLUMS) BILL [u.1. }. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments ; the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted; the Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

Read 2" (according to order), and com- 
mitted ; the Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL, 

2Q 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL, | ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL |__Read 2* (according to order), and com. 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL, ‘mitted ; the Committee to be proposed 


by the Committee of Selection. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. PIER AND ‘HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


Read 2* (according to order), and com- ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 


é Whol 
_—_ to a Committee of the Whole | , 1 DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL Read ya (according to order), and com- 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL, mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PRovistonaL Huse. 


JERS (No. 13) BILL. 
nee ee Se LONDON GOVERNMENT SCHEME 


Read 2* (according to order). (SOUTHWARK) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | Read 2* (according to order), and com. 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL, mitted to a Committee of the Whole 


sn aA . House Tomorrow. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


) SRS (No. 15) BILL, a 
ORDERS (No. 15) BIL. LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
ORDER (GAS) BILL, Read 2* (according to order), and com- 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING | House. 
CLASSES) BILL, 
. _— — . : LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL a “i 7a 
ORDER (POOR LAW) BILL. ORDERS (No. 7) BILL (No. 123), 
Read 2* (according to order), and com-| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole ORDERS (No. 12) BILL (No. 124), 


House. 
OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY PRO.- 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO-| _VISIONAL ORDERS BILL (No. 125). 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, Read 1*; to be printed ; and referred 
to the Examiners. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- . = 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL, 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- | — 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL, | EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
I. Twenty -ninth Annual Report by 


ma ph ge yoreay tile the Accountant for Scotland to the 
Sea oS (SAS) 4s Scotch Education Department. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- — [I General Report bv sof Tne 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF  cicctor oF daa “tae yg Pe 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. ce Ny A loam 9 ar 

[OULaANC 1e Vee ] ea « . 
Read 2" (according to order), and com- ; ee 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole NAVY (HYDROGRAPHER’S REPORT). 


House. 
Report on Admiralty Surveys, for the 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) Pro. Yet 1901, by the Hydrographer. 


VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. _ TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
Read 2* (according to order). | No. 2824. Spain (Malaga). 
| No. 2825. United States (San Fran- 
PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. cisco). 
Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 
Annual return for the year 1901. 
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PORT OF LONDON. 

Report of the Royal Commission 
appointed to inquire into the Adminis- 
tration of the Port of London; with 
minutes of evidence and appendices. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered | 


to lie on the Table. 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA). 


Return of all loans raised in India, 
chargeable on the revenues of India, out- 
standing at the commencement of the 
half year ended the 31st March, 1902, 
with the rates of interest and _ total 
amount payable thereon, ete. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 

Minute, by the Board of Education, 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught 
under Clause 8 of the Technical [nstruc- 
tion Act, 1899, for the county of Oxford. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated 12th June, 
1902, declaring that Elizabeth Falconer, 
housekeeper, General Board of Lunacy, 
Scotland, was appointed without a Civil 
Service certificate, through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of her Depart- 
ment. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 

1. (Creameries).—- Order, dated 9th 
June, 1902, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, in pur- 
suance of Section 42 of the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1891, granting special 
exceptions as regards the hours of em- 
ployment of women and young persons 
in creameries. 


2. (Fruit Preserving).—Order, dated 
lith June, 1902, made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, in 
pursuance of Sections 41 and 58 of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, pre- 
scribing conditions to be observed in 
factories and workshops in which 
women and young persons are em- 
ployed in the process of cleaning and 
preparing fruit, in pursuance of the 
special exception allowed by Section 41. 


HARWICH HARBOUR. 
Abstract of accounts of receipts and 
expenditure of Harwich Harbour Conser- 
vancy Board, to 31st day of March, 1902, 

with report on proceedings, etc. 


{19 JUNE 1902} 


Reports, &e. 1094 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 18838. 
Orders under Section 57 of the Act, 


as confirmed by the Local Government 
Board, of the following County and 
County Borough Councils — 


(1.) Anglesey. — For the conversion 
of the parish of Amlwch into the 
Amlweh Urban District. 


(2.) Bucks.—For defining the bound- 
aries between the Slough and Eton 
Urban Districts and the parishes 
of Slough and Eton respectively. 


(3.) Bucks.—For uniting the parish 
of Upton-cum-Chalvey with the 
parish of Wexham, in the Eton 
Union. 


(4.) Carnarvon.—For transferring parts 
of the township of Trewydyr to the 
parish of Bettws y Coed and the 
urban district of Bettws y Coed. 


(5.) Carnarvon.—For uniting to the 
parish of Criccieth an area which 
was formerly comprised in the 
parish of Llanystumdwy. 


(6.) Chester.—For the conversion of 
the parish of Compstall into the 
Compstall Urban District. 


(7.) Cornwall.—For transferring parts 
of the parishes of Crantock Rural 
and Saint Columb Minor Rural in 
the Saint Columb Major Rural 
District, to the parish of Newquay 
and the Newquay Urban District. 


(8.) Cumberland.—For transferring a 
part of the parish of Drigg-and- 
Carleton to the parish of Seascale, 
and for transferring the parish of 
Seascale as so altered from the White- 
haven Rural District to the Bootle 
Rural District. 


(9.) Derby. — For uniting the parish 
of Osmaston and the parish of Sinfin 
Moor to form the parish of Sinfin 
Moor. 


(10.) Durham (County) and Gateshead 
(County Borough).—For altering the 
boundaries between the parish of 
Chopwell, in the Blaydon Urban 
District,and the parish of Medomsley, 
in the Lanchester Rural District. 


(11.) Essex.—For the conversion of the 
parish of Frinton into the Frinton- 
on-Sea Urban District. 


2Q2 
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(12.) Hertford. — For transferring a | 





Returns, 


part of the parish of Holwell to the 


parish of Pirton, in the Hitchin | 


Union. 

(13.) Kent.—For the conversion of the 
parish of Foot’s Cray into the Foot’s 
Cray Urban District. 

(14.) Kent.—For transferring a part of 
the parish of Great Mongeham to 
the parish of Walmer and the Walmer 
Urban District. 

(15.) Norfolk.— For uniting portions 
of the parishes of Sheringham and 
Beeston Regis, in the Erpingham 
Rural District, to form the Shering- 
ham Urban District and the parish 
of Sheringham, and for the forma- 
tion of the remainder of the parish 


of Sheringham into the parish of. 


Upper Sheringham. 

(16.) Norfolk.-—For transferring parts 
ot the parishes of Heacham and 
Hunstanton, in the Docking Rural 
District, to the parish and urban 
district of New Hunstanton. 

(17.) Northampton.—For the conver- 
sion of the parish of Irthlingborough 
into the Irchlingborough Urban 
District. 

(18.) Northampton (County Borough). 
—For altering the boundaries be- 
tween the parishes of Abington, 
All Saints, Saint Giles, and Saint 
Sepulchre, in the Northampton Union. 

(19.) Pembroke. — For constituting a 
portion of the parish of Narberth 
North,in the Narberth Rural District, 
the parish and urban district of 
Narberth. 

(20.) Salop.—For transferring to the 
parishes of Saint Chad and Bicton 
certain areas which were formerly 
comprised in the parish of Meole 
Brace. 

(21.) Somerset. — For transferring a 
part of the parish of Kewstoke from 
the Axbridge Rural District to the 
parish of Weston-super-Mare and 


the Weston-super- Mare Urban 
District. 
(22.) Somerset. — For constituting a, 


portion of the parish of Saint Decu- 
mans, in the Williton Rural District, 
the parish and urban district of 
Watchet, and for constituting the 
remainder of the parish of Saint 
Decumans the parish of Williton. 


{LORDS} 


Reports, ce. 


(23.) Southampton.— For transferring 
a portion of the parish of Mattingly 
with Hazeley from the Hartney 
Wintney Rural District to the parish 
of Upton Grey and the Basingstoke 
Rural District. a 

(24.) Southampton.—For uniting the 
parishes of Chileomb (Within), 
Milland, Saint Bartholomew Hyde, 
Saint Faith (Within), Saint John, 
Saint Lawrence, Saint Mary Kalan- 
dar, Saint Maurice, Saint Michael, 
Saint Peter Cheesehill, Saint Peter 
Colbrook, Little Saint Swithin, Saint 
Thomas, Week (Within), and Win- 
nall, tc form the parish of Winchester, 

(25.) Surrey.—For transferring _ part 
of the parish of Farnham Rural from 
the Farnham Rural District to the 
parish and urban district of Farnham. 

(26.) Warwick. — For uniting the 
parishes of Leamington Priors, Lil- 
lington, and New Milverton, to 
form the parish of Leamington. 

(27.) East Riding of Yorkshire.—For 
transferring a part of the parish of 
Barmby Moor from the Pocklington 
Rural District to the parish of 
Pocklington and the Pocklington 
Urban district. 

(28.) North Riding of Yorkshire.—For 
the conversion of the townships of 
Sealby and Throxenby into the 
urban district of Scalby. 

(29.) West Riding of Yorkshire —For 
constituting a portion of the parish 
of Alverthorpe the township of 
Lupset. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT 1890. 

(1.) Borough of Brighton.—Statement 

of modification permitted by the 

Local Government Board to be made 


in the Brighton Improvement 
Scheme, 1899. 
(2.) City of Leeds.—Statement of 


further modification permitted by the 

Local Government Board to be made 
in the Leeds Improvement Scheme, 
1896. 


TLIGHTHOUSES (LOCAL INSPECTIONS 
Reports to the Board of Trade by the 
Trinity House of Deptford Strond, the 
Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses, 
and the Commissioners of Irish Lights; 
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of their inspection of local lighthouses, | 
buoys, and beacons (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper No. 275, Session | 
1901). 


Unopposed Private 


{19 JuNE 1902} 


| under 


Bill Business. 1098 


ROTHESAY TRAMWAYS (EXTENSION) 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 

‘“*To confirm a Provisional Order 

The Private Legislation Pro- 


| cedure (Scotland Act 1899, relating to 
Laid before the House (pursuant to) Rothesay Tramways, presented accord- 


Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


POLICE RESERVISTS BILL (No. 121). 

PRISON OFFICERS (PENSIONS) BILL | 

(No. 122). 

3rought from the Commons ; read 1*; | 
and to be printed. 

House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Five o'clock, 
till Tomorrow, half-past Ten | 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 19th June, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. | 

| 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS: 
The Clerk at the Table informed the | 


House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman ef Ways and Means. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 





| 


PRESTON CORPORATION BILL, | 
SCARBOROUGH TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, and | 
‘agreed to. 
| 
LONGWOOD GAS BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with | 
Amendments. 


' 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL, 


| 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL, | 


vVOYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY PRO- | 
VISIONAL ORDERS BILL. } 


ead the third time, and passed. | 
AXOTHESAY TRAMWAYS (EXTENSION) 
ORDER CONFIRMATION, 


Bill te confirm a Provisional Order | 
under The Private Legislation Pro- | 


| 


cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to | 
ordered to be| printed. 


Rothesay Tramways, 
rought in by the Lord Advocate. 


_roan) Harbour.” 


| other works; to purchase 


- BUCKIE 


| ingly, and read the first time; to be read 
| a second time upon Thursday, 3rd July, 
| and to be printed. 


[Bill 243.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to— 

South Metropolitan Gas Bill. 

Belfast Corporation Bill. 

Bedford Corporation Water Bill, with 
Amendments. 

Amendments,to—Swansea Corporation 
Water Bill [Lords], without Amend- 
ment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 


| * An Act to confirm a Provisional Order, 
| under The Private Legislation Procedure 


(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Buckie 
Burgh Extension and Buckie (Craigen- 
{Buckie Burgh. Ex- 
tension and Buckie (Craigenroan) Har- 
bour Order Confirmation Bill {Lords}. 
Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to 
authorise the Urban District Council 


| of Felixtowe and Walton, in the county 


of Suffolk, to construct a sea wall and 
Hamilton 
Terrace Cliffs and certain other lands 


'and to make further and better pro- 


vision for the improvement, he Ith, 
local government, and finance ofathe 
district; and for other purposes.” 
[Felixtowe and Walton Improvement 
Bill [Lords. } 

And also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to extend the time for the completion of 
certain railways of and for the purchase 


of certain lands by the Barry Railway 


Company; and for other purposes.” 
[Barry Railway Bill [Lords. | 
FELIXTOWE AND WALTON IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL [Loxrps], 
BARRY RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]}. 
Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 
BURGH EXTENSION AND 


BUCKIE (CRAIGENROAN) HARBOUR 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps}. 


Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, 3rd July, and to be 
[Bill 248. ] 
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PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


LIGHTHOUSES, ETC, (LOCAL 
| INSPECTIONS). 

Copies presented, of Reports to the 
| Board of Trade by the Trinity House 


1100) 


Petitions against ; From Dent ; Plais- ‘of Deptford Strond, the Commissioners. 


tow; Rochester; Birstall; Cawston; 
Aylsham; Brandistone; Manchester; 
Northampton ; 

upon the Table. i 4 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petition from Bradford, for alteration ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petition from Loughton, in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETUC. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, | 


dated 12th June, 1902, declaring that 


Elizabeth Falconer, housekeeper, General | 


Board of Lunacy, Scotland, was appointed 
without a Civil Service Certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of 


the head of her department [by Act]; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. 


Copies presented, of Orders made by 
the various County and County Borough 
Councils in England and Wales under 
Section 57 of the Act, as confirmed by 
the Local Government Board [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN 
INDIA). 

Copy presented, of Return of all loans 
raised in India, chargeable on the 
revenues of India, outstanding at the 
commencement of the half-year ending 
31st March, 1902, ete. [by Act]; to lie 
upon the\Table, and to be printed. 
No. 223. | 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy presented, of General Report by 
the Chief Inspector of the Western 
Division of Scotland, for the year 1901 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


of Northern lighthouses, and the Com- 
missioners of Irish lights of their in- 


and Dundee; to lie | 8pection of local lighthouses, buoys, and! 


beacons (in comtinuation of Parlia. 
mentary Paper, Na. 278, of Session 1901), 
[by Act]; to lie wpon the Table, and. 
to be printed. [No. 224.] 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 

| (CREAMERIES). 

_ Copy presented, of Order, dated 9th: 
June, 1902, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, in 
pursuance of Section 42 of The Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, granting 
special exceptions as regards the hours 
‘of employment of women and youn 
persons in creameries [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1): 
BILL. 


Copy ordered, “‘ of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
|in the Provisional Orders included in the 
| Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill.’” 
| —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


NAVAL TRAINING SHIPS. 
Return ;ordered, “showing the total 
/amount expended annually in main- 
| taining the naval training ships, the 
number of boys so trained, and the 
average cost per boy.” —(Jr. Charles 
M‘Arthur.) 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Telegraph Officials—Risk Allowances. 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Secretary to the- 
| Treasury, as representing the Postmaster: 
General, whether a counter clerk and 
_telegraphist, who temporarily performs 
the duties of an overseer and senior tele- 
graphist, suffers during the period of 
such employment a reduction of 3s. per 
week in his total salary and emoluments;. 
_and whether the Postmaster General will 
| give instructions that, while duty pay 1s- 
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{19 JUNE 1902} 


Questions. 1102 


not conceded, risk allowances shall not | that great difficulty would arise in meet- 


be forfeited during such temporary em- 
ployment. 


(Answer.) The risk allowances which 


are attached to certain duties are not | 
intended to be a source of emolument ; | 


and when an officer who has been per- 
forming one of these duties ceases to 
perform it, he ceases to draw the risk 
allowance. The Postmaster General sees 
no reason for altering this rule.—(Post 
Office.) 


Postal Service—-Retirements. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 


To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | 


as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he will state the special qualifica- 
tions which necessitate the retention in 
the postal service of the assistant super- 
intendent, Mr. Napper, and the inspector, 
Mr. Gahan, at the West Central District 
Office, after reaching sixty years of age; 
and if the probable date of their retire- 
ment can be given. 


(Answer.) The two officers referred to 
are efficient, and the Postmaster General 
saw no reason when their cases were last 
under consideration to call on either of 
them to retire at present. He under- 
stands, however, that one of them has 
announced his intention to retire.—(/ost 
Office. ) 


Telegraph Officials— Annual Leave. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that the annual leave arrange- 
ments for counter elerks and telegraphists 
in the western district have been  sus- 
pended at a week’s notice owing to 
anticipated pressure during the Corona- 
tion festivities; whether they were 
assured whilst signing the holiday sheet 
that the Coronation would not interfere 
with the dates selected ; why a longer 
notice of this suspension was not: given ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that the 
periods were sanctioned in the early 
part of the year, and arrangements 
having been made for holidays by the 
clerks concerned, the Department pro- 
poses to recoup them for any expenses 


incurred by the cancellation of these 


arrangements. 


(Answer.) Owing to the rapid increase | 
| Telegraph Office on Saturday next and 


of work last month it became evident 


ing the still greater increase anticipated 
during the Coronation season, and it was 
considered necessary therefore to intimate 
to the counter clerks and telegraphists 
in the Western District that it would be 
necessary to defer the annual leave of those 
whose services might be required at that 
period. The Postmaster General cannot 
find that any assurance, such as the hon. 


'Member describes, was given to the 


officers. when signing the annual leave 
lists. These lists were prepared in the 
end of last year, and the present difficulty 
would not then be foreseen. It must be 
borne in mind that the grant of annual 
leave at any particular time of the year 
is always subject to the exigencies. of 
the service.—(Post Office.) 


Glenmuckle (Cork) Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether, 
having regard to the fact that for 
several years past there has been a 
daily delivery of letters in the Glen- 
muckle district of Newmarket postal 
district (county Cork), he can now state 
why there is only a weekly delivery at 
present in this locality. 


(Answer.) Inquiry is being made as 
to the arrangements for the delivery 
of letters in the Glenmuckle district, 
county Cork, and the result shall be 
communicated to the hon. Member as 
soon as possible.—( Treasury.) 

Central Telegraph Office— Afternoon 

eave, 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the staff at 
the Central Telegraph Office have been 
informed that on Saturdays, the 21st 
and 28th June, the usual monthly 
early afternoon turns will be suspended ; 
and, seeing that this is due to the giving 
of facilities to members of the staff who 
are Volunteers to attend reviews, the 
Postmaster General will arrange that 
the telegraph staff who are not Volunteers 
shall not be called. upon to work extra 
time in order that. this may be done. 


(Answer.) The suspension of the 
privilege of leaving early in the Central 
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Questions. 


the following Saturday is due almost 
entirely to the great increase of work 
connected with the Coronation season. 
The absence for part of the day on 
Saturday next of certain Volunteers is 
a comparatively small consideration, 
and it is not expected that any Volunteers 
will be absent on the following Saturday. 
—(Post Office.) 


H.M.S. “ Britannia ”—Beagling. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
in future, the grant of money out of 
which beagling is maintained for the 
sport of cadets of H.M.S. “ Britannia” 
will be made conditional on beagling 
being discontinued and the drag hunt 
substituted. 


(dnswer.) It is not proposed to make 
any change in the conditions under 
which hunting with the “ Britannia” 
beagles is now carried out.—(4dmiralty.) 


Shetland Coast Lights. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether the 
Government can now give their decision 
to the Northern Lighthouse Commis- 
sioners with reference to the erection of 
minor lights on the Shetland coast at the 
northern entrance to Lerwick. 


(Answer.) The Board of Trade have 
given their sanction to the scheme 
submitted by the Commissioners of 
Northern Lighthouses for the establish- 
ment of four beacon lights on the East 
Coast of Shetland.---(oard of Trade.) 


British Somali Protectorate. 

Mr. ALFRED PEASE (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
attention of His Majesty’s Government 
has been drawn to the statements made 
in Mr. Keyser’s Consular Report on Zaila, 
as to the effect on the trade of the British 
Somali Protectorate that must result 
from the completion of the French rail- 
way from Djibouti; whether he is aware 
that the trade of Zaila and of Aden has 
steadily declined of late, and that the 
export trade of Djibouti, which amounted 
to 693,013 frances in 1900, rose to 
2,679,300 francs in 1901; and whether 


{COMMONS} 
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His Majesty’s Government would con- 
sider favourably the question of guaran- 
teeing interest on a railway or tramway 
line from Berbera to the Abyssinian 
frontier or the neighbourhood of Harrar, 


(Answer.) We are aware of the state 
of things to which attention is called by 
the hon. Member. The subject has for 
some time past been receiving the careful 
attention of His Majesty’s Government. 
—(Forvign Office.) 


Waima Arbitration. 

Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he will state when the decision on the 
Waima arbitration will be delivered. 


(dnswer.) Under the terms of the 
Arbitration Convention, the arbitrator 
should give his decision by tue 17th of 
next month. His Majesty's Government 
have no reason to doubt that this con- 
dition will be fulfilled.—( Foreign Office.) 


Coronation—Millbank Street Barrier. 

Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether 
pedestrians presenting at the Millbank 
Street barrier on 26th or 27th June 
tickets for places on the House of Com- 
mons stands will be permitted to proceed 
through that barrier to their places. 


(Answer.) I am informed by the police 
that arrangements have been made to 
carry out this suggestion.—(/ome Office.) 


Customs Import Duties on Corn. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if he will grant a revised 
Return of Customs Import Duties on 
Corn (No. 173). 


(Answer.) I do not think a revised 
Return is necessary. The only alterations 
have been the remission of the duty on 
locust beans, and of half the duty on 
offals and maize. The probable effect of 
them is obvious from the Return already 
given.—(Treasury.) 


Belfast Tramways. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 





Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
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aware that all the tramways authorised South Africa—Sale of Boer Farms. 

by the Belfast Corporation’s Act of 1899 Mr. CATHCART WASON: To ask 
have been completed with the exception the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
of that to Greencastle and Whitehouse; whether his attentionhas been directed 
whether he is aware that the requisite to the fact that Boer burghers while in 
consent of the Belfast Street Tramways captivity have sold or mortgaged their 
Company to the making of this extension farms: and whether steps will be con- 
has been refused; and, in view of the gidered by which such sales or mort- 
results of these powers having been gages may be set aside on repayment of 


placed in the hands of the Tramway actyal money advanced with 5 per cent. 
Company, will the Government introduce  jnterest. 


ashort Bill to eliminate the necessity for 
the company’s consent to extend the 


ote ; asl (Answer.) Iam not aware that this is 
time for completing this line. 


the case. An application made by a 
(Answer.) The Government has no syndicate to be allowed to negotiate with 
information whether the company has prisoners of war in Ceylon for the pur- 
withheld its consent to the extension of chase of their farms has not been acceded 
the line in question, or whether the other to. (Colonial Office.) 
lines have been completed. The matter | 
is one between the corporation and the Church Discipline, 
company, and does not call for any inter- Mr. H. D, GREENE (Shrewsbury) : 
vention on the part of the Government. To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
The reply to the concluding inquiry is, whether, having regard to the expense 
therefore, in the negative.—(Jrish Office.) attending the prosecution by private 
persons of offences against ecclesiastical 
law, His Majesty’s Government will in 
proper cases direct the institution at 
public expense of proceedings on behalf 
of the Crown or at the suit of persons 
entitled to commence proceedings; and 
whether His Majesty's Government will 
consider the expediency of introducing 
legislation to provide for the expenses of 
prosecutions of offences against ecclesi- 
astical law, in the same manner as the 
(Answer.) Owing to the financial effect cost of prosecutions of other offences is 
of the changes suggested by the managers, provided for. 
the Commissioners have felt themselves | 
unable to recommend the proposals to 


Ulster Schools—Roman Catholic 
Managers. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of I[re- 
land whether he can now state what 
decisions have been arrived at by the 
Board of National Education in Ireland 
vith reference to the further representa- 
tions made by the Roman Catholic 
school managers of Ulster. 


( Answer.) There are evident objections 


the Irish Government.—(Irish Office.) to a system which throws upon bisnops 
or other persons entitled to commence 
38rd Company Imperial Yeomanry. proceedings in the Ecclesiastical Courts 


Mr. JOHN HOWARD (Kent, Faver- the consequent costs, which are often 
sham): To ask the Financial Secretary | extremely heavy—so heavy, indeed, as to 
to the War Office if he will say why the be prohibitive. But the suggestion of 
jay list of the 33rd Company Imperial | ™Y hon. and learned friend would 
Yeomanry, which company went out to seem to involve the further proposal 
South Africa in the Spring of 1900 and that there should be a Director of Pro- 
returned to England a year ago, has not Sections for offences against the ecclesi- 
yet been settled up and closed. _astical law in the same way as there is 
a Director of Public Prosecutions for 





(Answer.) This Company seemstohave offences against the criminal law. 
failed to remit its account. The absence Very difficult and delicate questions are 
bf the Commanding Officer abroad raised by the proposal made by my 
aused further delay, and his statements | hon. and learned friend, and I am 
have necessitated reference to South certainly not in a position at the present 
Africa. The men of the Company have|moment to promise legislation. — 
been settled with.—( War Office.) | (Treasury.) 
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Coronation Estimate. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will explain why an Estimate 
of £100,000 has been placed on the 
Table of the House as the probable 
expense of the approaching Coronation, 
whereas the expense of the Coronation | 
of William IV. only amounted to £45,000, 
and of Queen Victoria to £70,000 ; and | 
whether, in accordance with the pre-| 
cedents on the occasions of the Corona- | 
tions of George IV. and William IV., | 
the assent of the House of Commons will 
be invited to this Estimate before the 
expense will be incurred. 





(Answer.) The Estimate of £100,000 
was based partly on the cost of Queen | 
Victoria's Coronation, and partly on the 
expenses incurred on the occasion of the 
Jubilee of 1897. It is evident that the 
circumstances attending the present 
Coronation are widely different from 
those attending the last Coronation ; the 
arrangements for the entertainment of 
foreign and colonial guests being on a 
totally different scale. The amounts 
provided for the Coronations of George 
1V. and of William IV. appear to have 
been voted before the actual ceremonies 
took place, but this was not the case in 
1838. The precedent of Queen Victoria 
will be followed on the present occasion, 
as the hon. Member will have expected 
from my reply yesterday. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa—Compensation for 
Loyalists’ War Losses. 

Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether any provision is being 
made for compensation to the loyalists of 
Cape Colony and Natal for injury suffered 
by them, in the course and in conse- 
quence of the war, to their farms, stock, 
and property; if so, to what amount, 
and from what sources, such compensa- 
tion is to be provided; and whether any 
portion of the £3,000,000 mentioned in 
the terms of surrender is to be used for 
this purpose. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Provision was made. 

| 
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by the Cape and Natal Governments, who. 
appointed commissions to assess damages. 













after the invasion which took place at do 
the beginning of the war. Seventy-five: Cr 
per cent. of the sum assessed has been mul 
advanced to claimants by the Natabh § 10 
Government and 50 per cent. by the: ant 
Cape Government. The compensation ] 
will be provided from Transvaal funds. $58 
out of the first loan which is raised the 
except in respect of damage done inthe 414 
Cape Colony by rebels or natives which $2) 
falls on the Cape Government. The 
total amount of compensation in the two. ) 
Colonies is estimated to be over }!4 
£2,000,000. The grant to which the # 
Question refers is not applicable to losses. | he 
in the Cape Colony and Natal. ae 
Chartered Company Directors—Dr. M 
Jameson and Mr. Bait. out 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 9 | 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State § * 
for the Colonies whether the re-appoint. 9" 
ment of Dr. Jameson, C.B., to a director- §* 
ship of the South African Chartered gent 
Company has been made with the §W 
sanction of the Colonial Office, and what § "she 
communications have passed between § 2Ust 
the Colonial Office and the South African §f jy, 
Chartered Company with reference to 9) ,i1 
the appointment of Dr. Jameson; and, 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the charter of the South African § y, 
Chartered Company is held at the J...) 


pleasure of the Crown, have any, and, if 
so, what representations been made to 
that Company with reference to the 
appointment on its Board four months 
ago of Mr. Beit, who supplied the funds 
of the Jameson Raid, and last week of 
Dr. Jameson, who led that Raid. 


Sate 
tle ac 
ling’s 
vall | 
eved 
tons i 
Reps v 
he sg 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I informed #ryeq 
the hon. Member on 14th May that the 


appointment of British directors of the Tie 
British South Africa Company is not | AR 
subject to my approval. No communies- (Pt): 









tions have passed and no representations F'lou 
have been made. pen 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: May I ask ffrica, 
whether, having regard to the fact that |pnsider 

this is a Chartered Company, and the 
charter can be revoked at the pleasure of |r 
the Crown, the right hon. Gentleman J Mk. J 
will represent to the company the inad~ hee 
a 


visability of having two of the Raid 


conspirators on the directorship. pute | 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. allowed to every officer who is severely 
Member is misinformed. The charter | wounded on active service; and, if so, 
does not give absolute power to the! whether he will state what was the total 


Crown to revoke it. The Crown can sum so allowed during the recent war in 
only — the charter if its terms are South Africa. 

t properly and eubstantially observed, 
oN pr pet Ahan bee ye wiciateg| Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. Such 


and the terms have not been violated a 
iy the appointment of directors by the Statuities are granted to all officers who 
shareholders. I do not consider that have been very severely wounded. 855 
the Government has any concern in the 8'@tulties have been paid to ae 
natter, and I certainly shall not take ®™mounting to £110,000, and‘ 202 of 
iny steps. these officers have been awarded wound 
’ pensions of the yearly value of £14,140: 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Then may @ the aggregate. Claims to such 
| gratuities and ‘pensions are still coming, 
in, 





‘Tite Paper has been answered. 









‘Mr. SPEAKER : jon on 
“ eR eee tm 8! Mn. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


E): And how much has been spent on 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : This arises | gratuities to wounded men of the rank 
ut of the Question on the Paper. and file ? 


*Me. SPEAKER: No. The Ques) *MR&. SPEAKER: Notice must be givem 


ton was what communications had | °f that Question. 

used with reference to the appoint- | 

nent of two directors. That has been After Effects of Disease—Officers’ 

aswered, and if the hon. Member Compensation. 

vishes to put a further question he Mr. ALLHUSEN : I beg to ask the: 

aust give notice. Secretary of State for War whether he 
is aware that officers sent home from 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Very well. South Africa as convalescent after disease 


Iwill keep it up for the Government. contracted on active service, have since 
we ? been seriously ill, owing to the after 
Additional War Decoration. effects of such disease, and have had 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, either to meet the expenses of their ill- 
hireham): I beg to ask the Secretary of ness out of their own pay and income, or: 
sate for War whether he will consider to accept the assistance of strangers ; and 
te advisability of recommending that a whether, seeing that these officers, after 
ting’s medal, dating from July, 1901, twelve or eighteen months of illness and 
wall he granted to all troops who have consequent expenditure, are placed upon 
ved through the last year of the opera- half-pay until they are well enough to. 
ons in South Africa ; and whether any return to duty, he will consider the 
eps will be taken to specially recognise possibility of at once granting some 
he services of Reservists who have pecuniary assistance to those officers 
#tved throughout the war. whose illness has been of such a char- 
acter. 

Tie SECRETARY or STATE ror 

 e Veja, Kaze, Guild Mr. BRODRICK : Various concessions 
ciously pleased’ to ile’ « eanaiid in regard to the medical treatment of 
feoration for troops n av ecidied dies otticers were granted under Army Order 
fhve completed eighteen months in South 216 of 1901. It is difficult to fix general 
irica, the details for which are under eae Sora sive, Ioegpnccalnetage’ 
dnsideration , after-effects of disease, but any cases of 
: ‘ the kind to which my hon. friend refers 


Gratuities to Wounded Officers. would be specially considered. 


Mr. ALLHUSEN (Hackney, Central) : 

beg to ask the Secretary of State Reported Massacre of Boers by Zulus. 
War whether a gratuity, propor- Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh): E 
pute to the severity of his wound, is beg to ask the Secretary of State for War,. 
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(Juestions. 


whether he can give any information as 
to the circumstances under which up- 
wards of fifty Boers are alleged to have 
been massacred by Zulus, with circum- 
stances of barbarity, on 6th May last. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener re- 
ported on the 7th May as follows :— 

‘*The Boers in the Vryheid District have 
been driving off native cattle for some time. 
Yesterday they attacked natives and killed and 
wounded a considerable number. The natives 
report they killed twenty-three Boers, including 
Commandant Potgieter, and recaptured a con- 
siderable quantity of cattle.” 


I have no further information. 


Boer Prisoners. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War, whether he will 
permit Boer prisoners, at present con- 
fined in places outside South Africa, to 
go to Europe at their own expense, on 
complying with the conditions of the 
amnesty, and giving an undertaking that 
they will not seek to return to South 
Africa until the other prisoners shall 
have returned. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This question will 
be considered, with other pending ques- 
tions as to Boer prisoners, when the 
surrenders are complete. 


Small Arms Committee. 
Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, whether he is now able to 
make any statement concerning the 
decision and the action of the Small 
Arms Committee. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not yet able 
‘to make a statement on this subject. 


Trooper Freer’s Case. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
I. beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can now give the 
names and professions of the jurors 
who acted at the inquest on the late 
‘Trooper C. V. Freer, who died at 
Kimberley Hospital on 14th April last ; 
and can he say why the War Office 
authorities informed the friends of the 
deceased that he died from enteric fever, 
although it subsequently transpired 
that he succumbed to an overdose of 
“¢hloroform. —e +a haat 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I have no infor. 
mation as regards the jurors. The 
information of his death as due to 
enteric was telegraphed from South 
Africa and duly communicated to the 
Press. It is regretted that the proper 
cause of death was not correctly reported 
from South Africa. 


Mr. DELANY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inquire as to the jurors! 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not think it 
is possible to do that. 


Mr. NORMAN : I beg to ask the Seere- 


an official of the War Office was requested 
to vacate his room and remove his papers 
during Coronation Day that it might 
be placed at the disposal of spectators; 
whether he declined to do so, and was 
then told that, under those circun- 
stances he must pay a sum of money 
for the use of his own room; whether 
a sum of money was accordingly paid; 
and, if so, what sum, and to what 
purpose was it devoted. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware of 
such a case, but the treatment of all 
rooms in the War Office, to whomsoever 
assigned, has been the same. 


Mr. NORMAN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman be good enough to say what 
that treatment was ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: All the rooms have 
been thrown into a common pool, and 
have been assigned to those who have 
paid for tickets. 


Mr. NORMAN: Can the: right hon. 
Gentleman say whether in any case the 
officials have been asked to pay for the 
use of their own room ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is obvious that 
some of the rooms overlook the streets, 
and some do not. Therefore all the 
rooms and all the available space have 
been placed in the same category, a0 
everybody who desired to take tickets 
have had to pay for them. 


War Office—Intelligence Division. 
Mr. ARTHUR LEE: jI beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 








Coronation Seats for War Office Officials, | 
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he has recently recommended that an 
increased number of officers should be 
appointed to the staff of the Intelligence 
Division of the War Office; and, if so, 
whether this recommendation has been 
refused on financial grounds. 


(Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The strength of 
the Intelligence Department is decided 
by the Government, and the present 
number of officers has been fixed 
accordingly. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E): And a very poor Department too. 


lst Battalion, Royal Iniskilling Fusiliers. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
§.): On behalf of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Antrim I beg 
toask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can now say whether it is 
the intention of the War Office to 
bring the 1st battalion Royal Iniskilling 
Fusiliers home before its next term 
of Colonial service commences. 


Mr. BRODRICK: 
the affirmative. 


The answer is in 


Roman Catholic Chaplains for the Navy. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Co., Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether his attention has been called 
toa Resolution unanimously adopted by 
the Council of the County Borough of 
Cork on 6th June, requesting the 
Government to appoint a Roman Catholic 
chaplain to each of the Navy Squadrons ; 
and can he state if it is the intention 
of the Admiralty to accede to the 
representations which have reached them 
on this subject. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, Co., W.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that the Council of 
the Borough of Cork has sent a copy of 
a Resolution to the First Lord of the 
Admiralty requesting the Government 
to appoint a Roman Catholic chaplain to 
each of the Naval Squadrons belonging 
to the Government; and whether, in 
view of the fact that two Roman 
Catholic sailors who were victims of the 


{19 June 1902} 
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accident in the “Mars” might have 
required the ministration of the chaplain, 
he will take steps to give effect to this 
Resolution. 


THe SECRETARY to tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast W): 
The Resolution referred to by the hon. 
Member has been received at the 
Admiralty, but I have nothing to add 
tothe answers I gave on the 5th inst. 
and on the 28th May to the effect that 
it is not proposed to make any change 
in the existing arrangements with regard 
to the embarkation of chaplains on His 
Majesty’s ships. 

Mr. GILHOOLY : Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that two Catholi 
sailors who were victims of the ‘‘ Mars’ 
accident, were in agony all night and 
might have died without the administra- 
tion of the last rites. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : That is not 
the Question on the Paper. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: 


occurred. 


But it is what 


Mr. SHEEHAN: And you gave the 
House to understand that this matte1 
would be considered by you! 


Indian Administrative Charges. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State tor 
India whether one of the Lords of 
Appeal in Ordinary has yet been selected 
to act as arbitrator in the case of ditfer- 
ence of opinion between the Imperial and 
Indian Governments as to the division of 
administrative charges, as contemplated 
in the letter from the India Office to the 
Treasury, No. F. 7225, January 22nd, 


1902. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE vor 
INDIA (Lord G. HAmILTon. Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The position wt arbi- 


trator in the case of a difference of 
opinion between the Imperial and !ndian 
Governments as to the division ot 
administrative charges, has been accepted 
for three years by the Lord Chief Justice 
of England. 
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Questions. 


Outrages in Armenia. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
.State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
has any information as to alleged 
plundering and burning of houses in the 
Armenian village of Norschen, near 
Mush, by Kurds and Turkish troops, and 
also of maltreatment of men and out- 
raging of women on the same occasion ; 
‘whether he has any information show- 
ing that outrages of a similar character 
- are threatened in Sasun; and will he 
inquire and state what steps he proposes 
to take. 


Tae FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
. SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E., for Lord Cranborne): According 
to reports from His Majesty’s Vice 
Consul at Bitlis in January last a party 
of Armenian revolutionists who had 
taken refuge in the village of Norschen 
were attacked by Turkish troops and 
Kurds. The revolutionists managed to 
escape after killing one officer and wound- 
ing another. The troops and Kurds are 
said to have afterwards plundered the 
village and illtreated the inhabitants, 
but the report has not been verified. 
His Majesty’s Government have no 
information leading them to believe that 
disturbances are imminent in the Sasun 
district, but inquiry shall be made. 


Scottish Coal Mine Inspectors. 

Mr. JOHN HOPE (Fife, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he will state 
the total number of coal mines in Scotland 
and the number of mine inspectors 
appointed to supervise them; further, 
will he state in what mining districts 
the inspectors are residential. ied 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
RiTcHIE, Croydon): The total number 
of coal mines inScotland is 495. There 
are six inspectors, two chief inspectors 
and four assistants. The country is 
divided into two mining districts— East 
and West—with a chief inspector and 
two assistants attached to each. The 
inspectors for West Scotland all reside 
in Glasgow, those for East Scotland in 
Edinburgh except that one lives in 
Glasgow for the greater convenience of 
reaching part of the district. 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 


Fatal Fire in the City. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he proposes 
that his Departmentshould berepresented 
at the inquest on the bodies of the 
victims of the fire in Queen Victoria 
Street. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have written tothe 
coroner to say that, though the Home 
Office has no statutory locus standi in 
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inspector for the district are at his 
disposal if he desires his attendance at 
the inquest. 


Registration of Workshops—‘‘Pullers 
v. Squire.” 


Secretary of State for the Home De. 
partment whether his atteation has been 
called to the case of Fullers v. Squire, 
1901, 2 K.B. 209, 70 L.J.K.B. 689, in 
which it was held that the process of 
packing sweetmeats in cardboard boxes 
is within the words adapting for sale, 
section 149 (1), 1 Edw. 7, chap. 22; and 
whether he adheres to his intention of 
taking no proceedings against the Gene. 
ral Electrical Company for failure to 
register as a workshop premises in which 
parts of electric lampholders were being 
put together. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, sir; the case 
quoted was fully in my mind when I was 
considering the question whether the 
premises of the General Electrical Com- 
pany at 67/Queen Victoria Street was a 
workshop. I would observe that in that 
case the process carried on was not meré 
packing, and the judgment of the Lord 
Chief Justice sets out clearly the details 
of the process which led to his decision 
that the premises in question could be 
held to be a workshop. As the hon. 
Member will recognise, the line in such 
matters is necessarily a narrow one. The 
sweetmeat case fell on one side of it, but 
I adhere to my opinion that the putting 
together of the parts of electric-lamp 
holders falls on the other, and I am not 
prepared to take proceedings against the 
Company. 





| Mr. TENNANT: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman consulted the law officers 0 
| the Crown on the subject ? 


the case, the services of the factory | 





Mr. TENNANT: I beg to ask the 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir; but | have 
consulted the officials connected with 
the Factory Department. 


Questions. 


Post-Office Administration—Dual 
orking. 

Mr. SCHWANN I beg to ask the 
Seeretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
the Committee appointed to 
the question of dual working has yet 
sent in its Report; and if he can say 
when the Report will be laid upon the 
Table of the House. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
rae TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
tain, Worcestershire, E.): The Com- 
mittee has not yet sent in its Report. 
There is no intention of laying the re- 
port on the Table of the House. 


Kingstown Postmastership. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., 8.): [beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
he is aware that the position of post- 
master at Kingstown, county Dublin, 
has recently been filled by the appoint- 
ment of a former assistant superintendent 
from Plymouth ; and that in Cork, Derry, 
and Limerick the office of postmaster 
has in each case been filled by English- 
men; and if the necessity for these im- 
portations is not caused by the inefficiency 


of Irish postal officials, will he state on | 


what grounds such appointments are 
made, and promotion retarded. 


Mr, AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
vacancy for a postmaster at Kingstown 
was advertised in the Post Office Circular 
in the usual way, and the Postmaster 
General selected from the candidates who 
applied the officer whom he considered 
the best qualified, having regard to rank 
and seniority as well as efficiency. The 
postmasters of Cork, Londonderry, and 
Limerick were also appointed on the 
ground that they were in each case the 
best qualified for the office to be filled. 
The Postmaster General has usually no 
knowledge of the nationality of candi- 
dates, and in filling vacancies he considers 
only the qualifications of the candidates 
without reference to nationality. 


Mr. MOONEY: Is it not the fact that 
all the four postmasters referred to served 
their time in,an English office ? 





{19 June 1902} 
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| Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
| W.): Were thereno local men qualified for 
the positions ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not the question. 


North Kerry Mail. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that public incon- 
venience is caused throughout North 
Kerry and the adjoining districts owing 
to the way in which the mails are at 
present carried and delivered ; and whether 
any action is being taken by the Govern- 
ment to remedy the present mail arrange- 
ments. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General regrets the 
inconvenience caused by the recent 


alterations in the mail service to and 
from places on the Limerick and Kerry 
railway ; but, as stated in the reply to 
the Question asked by the hon. Member 
for West Limerick on the 16th instant, 
the answer of the Railway Company to 
his last offer for the maintenance of the 
former day mail service was such as to 
give him no hope that they would 
accept any terms which he would be 
justified in agreeing to. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is this one of the 
benetits conferred on Ireland by British 
rule ? 


| Irish Land Bill. 

| Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : J 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
proposes to take any steps to convene a 
conference of those interested in the land 
question, with a view to their considering 
the steps which ought to be taken to 
render the Land Purchase Acts (Ireland) 
Amendment Bill non-contentious, whether, 
assuming an understanding to be reached, 
he will be prepared to commit the Bill to 
a Committee of the Whole House, or to a 
special Committee consisting of the Irish 
representatives, and such other Members 
as might be agreed upon; and whether, 
in view of the great interest taken in the 
fate of the Bill in Ireland, he will now 
state what course the Government intend 

| to pursue in regard to it. 
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THE CHIEF SECRETARY = ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpuHam, Dover): I 
took the only step in my power on June 
9th, when, in reply to a Question asked 
by the hon. Member for the Ossory 
Division, I stated my own readiness to 
confer. So far the only response has 
been a meeting of the Irish Unionist 
Members of this House, at which it was 
unanimously resolved that it was desirable 
to pass the Bill this year. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
That shows what the Bill is worth to the 
tenantry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I gather that they 
do not object to the Government's 
dropping clauses deemed to be obviously 
contentious, with a view to that object. 
That I am ready to do, but only as part 
of any general arrangement for aiming at 
such a measure of agreement on essential 
provisions as would warrant the expecta- 
tion of the Bill passing. I have no power 
to convene hon. Members of this House. 
Indeed, after the clear pronouncement 
made yesterday by the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford, he might 
justifiably resent any importunity of 
invitation on my part. The assumption 
of an understanding remains, therefore, 
hypothetical at the best. If by good 
fortune it were reached, I have to say in 
reply to the second paragraph that any 
form of Committee would probably prove 
in itself equally expeditious. But a Select 
Committee to which the hon. Member 
presumably refers would be additional 
and prior to a Committee of the Whole 
House. A Grand Committee would 
obviate the necessity for that stage. I 
still think that the best, and a Committee 
of the Whole House the second best plan, 
provided always that the prospects of 
agreement on essentials had previously 
been gauged. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: May I be 
allowed to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he is aware that the statement 
he has made for the first time today, as 
to his willingness to drop the contentious 
clauses, at all events removes my notice 
on the Second Reading from the Paper ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think that is an 
obvious and legitimate inference from 
what [ stated the other day. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I want it to 
be perfectly understood that this is the 
first time the right hon. Gentleman has 
given us the slightest notice of his in- 
tention. 


(uestions. 


United Irish League— Civil Action 

against Leaders. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the hon. Member for North 
Leitrim, the hon. Member for North 
Mayo, the hon. Member for South 
Mayo, the hon. Member for North 
Longtord, Mr. David Sheehy, formerly 
a Member of this House, Mr. John Fitz- 
gibbon, and otiers have been served 
with civil writs in connection with pro- 
ceedings for which they have already 
been sentenced to terms of imprison- 
ment; whether this action has the 
sanction of the law advigers of the 
Crown; and whether it is intended to 
release those defendants at present, in 
order that they may be enabled to pre- 
pare their defence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have seen a 
newspaper report to the effect that 
civil proceedings have been instituted 
against the gentleman named. What 
the precise nature of the action is, I 
cannot say. The proceedings not having 
been initiated by or on behalf of the 
Crown, do not require the sanction ot 
the law officers. The reply to the con 
cluding inquiry is in the negative. 
Every facility will be given to such of 
the defendants as may be in custody, to 
prepare their defence, in accordance with 
the Prison Rules. 
facilities 


Mr. MACVEAGH: What 


will be given? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Rule 72 (6) o 
the Prison Rules recently presented to 
Parliament, provides as follows— 

*€(6) A barrister or solicitor conducting any 
legal proceedings, civil or criminal, in which a 
prisoner is a party, or oud fide acting as 4 
legal adviser to the prisoner in any legal busi- 
ness, will be allowed to see the prisoner with 
reference to such business, in the sight but not 
in the hearing of an officer.’ 


Arrest of Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh, M.P. 
Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


{19 JUNE 1902} 


aware that. Mr. P. A. M'Hugh, M.P. for | 


| was to visit Ireland ? 


North Leitrim, was arrested in Dublin 
at 1.30 a.m. on the 1 6thinstant, ona war- 
rant signed by two resident magistrates ; 
whether he is aware that the hon. 
Member was journeying to Sligo for the 
purpose of attending his trial under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act when arrested; and, if so, will he 
state why Mr. M‘Hugh was not per- 
mitted to reach Sligo before having the 
warrant put in execution. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On the 19th May 
asummons was issued against the hon. 
Member for North Leitrim requiring 
him to attend at Sligo petty sessions on 
the 6th Juneinstant. The summons was 
served on the 22nd May. Failing to attend 
the petty sessions, a warrant was issued for 
his arrest. The warrant was executed 
early on the morning of the 15th 
instant. The police had no _ reason 
whatever to believe, at the time of the 
arrest, that the hon. Member had the 
intention attributed to him of proceeding 
to Sligo to stand his trial. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Is it nota 
fact that in many of these cases the trial 
has been proceeded with in the absence 
of the individual summoned when he is 
legally represented ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In this case the 
hon. Member was not represented, 
neither did he put in an appearance. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork Co., E.): 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
on the night when Mr. M‘Hugh was 
arrested he was fulfilling an engagement 
in his capacity as President of the 
Institute of Journalists in Ireland ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not see what 


bearing that has. The Government had 
ho intimation of his presence in Ireland. 


Caprain DONELAN: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman’s attention been directed 
to tne time when Mr. M‘Hugh was 
arrested—-half-past one in the morning ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
ls a matter of comment and argument. 


Questions. 


announced in the Freeman’s Journal 
several days beforehand that Mr. M‘Hugh 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
Subsequently, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I ask 
you, Mr. Speaker, whether you have 
received any official communication in- 
forming you of the committal to prison 
of a Member of the House yesterday by 
certain magistrates in Ireland ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have not as yet 
received any such communication. As 
soon as I do, I will communicate it to the 
House. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: In view of 
the fact that this committal is within my 
own knowledge, would it be within my 
right to raise the question before you, 
Sir, receive the official communication ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think it would be 
very undesirable to do so, Much might de- 
pend on what was the Court and what was 
the offence; and I think it would be 
desirable that the House should have all 
the facts before it. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: In these 
circumstances I will not press at the 
moment what, apparently, is my right to 
raise the question. I will wait until 
tomorrow, but not later; and if no 
communication has then been received by 
Mr. Speaker, I will raise the question of 
the imprisonment of a Member of the 
House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will you, 
Mr. Speaker, communicate to the 
House any letter which you may receive 
by the evening post ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: If I 


receive the 


| letter before the beginning of the evenine 


sitting, I will then communicate it to the 
House, and if it comes later I should be 
quite ready to communicate it on my 
return at midnight, though it would 


| probably not be desirable to bring the 


question on then. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


Perhaps it 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is the right hon. | may be to the convenience of the House 


Gentleman aware that it 
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when the communication is received, and 
if it is of the character which I under- 
stand it is, it will be my duty, in accord- 
ance with unbroken precedent, to move 
for a Committee to examine into the 
circumstances of the case. I shall feel 
it my duty to make a Motion of that 
character. 


Darcy Estate, East Mayo. 

Mr. ODOWD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Darey Estate, situated in the barony of 
Costello, East Mayo, now about to be 
sold to the tenants under the 40th 
section of the Act of 1896, contains some 
waste farms for which offers from persons 
other than tenants have been made; and 
whether, seeing that this estate forms 
portion of one of the most congested 
districts in Ireland, steps will be taken to 
have the waste lands comprised within 
its area utilised for the enlargement of 
the tenants’ buildings. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are 145 
acres of this estate in the hands of the 
receiver. No offers to purchase these 
have been made by any persons. The 
Land Commissioners have suggested to 
the Land Judge that some ten acres of 
this land should be sold to tenants of 
adjoining holdings. The suggestion will 
probably be adopted. In respect of the 
remaining 133 acres, consisting of bog 
land, the Court in such cases usually sells 
an allotment of bog to each tenant or 
vests the entire in trustees for the pur- 
chasing tenants. Offers to purchase have 
heen made to the Court, by persons other 
than the tenants, in respect to 217 acres 
of the estate. 


Irish Midwives’ Salaries. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the recent 
decisions in the King’s Bench, he will 
introduce into the Local Government 
Amendment Act a clause providing for 
the recoupment to Boards of Guardians in 
Ireland of one-half the salaries of qualified 
midwives. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I cannot at present 
give an undertaking that the Government 
will introduce into the Bill a provision of 
this character. The suggestion, however, 
is under consideration. 
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| Deportation of Irish Insane, 
| Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid.): 
|I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that in England and Scotland the practice 
exists of deporting to Ireland persons of 
Irish birth on becoming insane, as in the 
case of a soldier recently sent to the 
|Omagh Lunatic Asylum from Netley 
Hospital, while Irish authorities have no 
power to send across the Channel persons 
thus afflicted of English or Scotch birth; 
and will he take steps to amend the law 
so as to establish equality of treatment in 
this respect. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The case of soldiers 
is specially dealt with by the 91st Section 
of the Army Act, 1881, and it would 
appear that the Secretary of State for 
War has the same power of ordering the 
removal from Ireland of soldiers who are 
insane on discharge from the Army, as he 
has of ordering of such soldiers to 
Ireland. The full cost of maintenance of 
soldiers deported to a district asylum in 
Ireland is now paid out of [Imperial funds 
under the provisions of the Act of last 
year. 


Prosecutions under the Crimes Act. 

Mr. DELANY: I heg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state when the 
Return of Prosecutions under the Criminal 
Law and Procedure (lreland) Act will be 
in the hands of Members. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Return will 
he laid on the Table next Tuesday, I 
hope. 


Irish Landlords and the United 
Irish League. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
landlords of Ireland have formed a 
combination with the object of defeating 
the efforts of the tenant farmers to obtain 
compulsory sale and fair rents; and 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
tenants are being prosecuted on charges 
of conspiracy, it is intended to take any, 
and, if so, what steps against the landlords. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir, I have 


heard nothing of such a combination. 
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Mr. MACVEAGH : Has the attention 
of the right hon. Gentleman been drawn 
to the statement of the right hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh that 
a conspiracy has been formed and will be 
carried out ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I have not read the 


3} EL( *h. 


Mr. MYGOVERN (Cavan, W.): Is the 
right hon, Gentleman aware that the 
landlords are asking for subscriptions for 
the purpose ? 


Mr. MACVEAGH: In the event of 
the right hon. Gentleman satisfying him- 
self that this conspiracy exists, will he 
prosecute the offenders ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must give notice of that 
(Wuestion. 


Mr Sheehy’s Conviction. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Lreland whether 
he is aware that the County Court Judge 
oi lipperary, in giving judgment on the 
appeal of Mr. David Sheehy in a case 
under the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, stated that if Mr. Sheehy 
would agree to go under a rule of bail 
he would the sentence, and 
whether, in view of this statement, it is 
intended to direct Mr. Sheehy’s release. 


reverse 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As far as I can 
ascertain, What took place was this: The 
County Court Judge decided that the 
conviction was, in his opinion, good and 
should be affirmed, but suggested to Mr. 
Sheehy that if he entered into recogniz- 
ances to keep the peace and be ot good 
behaviour so as to bind him not to re- 
peat the offence he. the Judge, might be 
able to take that into consideration with 
a view to the mitigation of punishment. 
This Mr. Sheehy declined to do, where- 
upon the Judge confirmed the order of 
the Magistrates in oninibus. 


In. MACVEAGH : Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that that account 
differs absolutely from the reports 


publishedin every newspaper in Lreland ? 


.No answer was returned, | 
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Evening Class Grants in Queen’s County. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg toask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he is aware that the 
grants to teachers for evening classes in 
(Jueen’s County have not yet been paid, 
although in most instances the six 
months course terminated before the 
middle of May ; and whether he can say 
when the Commissioners propose making 
those payments. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDITAM: There are five 
such classes in respect of which payment 
has not yet been made. In the case of 
two of these classes the inspection has 
been unavoidably delayed by the illness 
of the inspector. In the remaining three 
the returns required to be 
furnished by the Managers are incom- 
plete. Payment will be made in all 
these cases without unnecessary delay. 


cases 


Crimes Act Prisoners at Roscrea. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN: | beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his at- 
tention has been drawn to the treatment 
of the prisoners convicted under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act at Roscrea, on the 14th May last; 
whether he is aware that these prisoners 
were handcuttfed, and driven on open cars 
in the rain to Ballytrophy, a distance of 
twelve miles; that they were refused 
permission to send for overcoats; and 
that, while wet, these men were taken 
by night train to Clonmel Gaol; and 
whether he can give any reason for this 
procedure, seeing that the prisoners 
eould have been earried to gaol by rail 
all the way. 


{ 
‘ 
T 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The police had 
reason to believe that it was intended to 
hold a demonstration in it the 
prisoners had been conveyed from the 
railway station in the town, and they 
anticipated that a breach of the peace 
would ensue, in consequence. In order 
to avoid any such disturbance. and in 
the interests of the peace of the town, 
the prisoners were driven by car to 
Ballybrophy, the nearest station on the 
line, some ten miles distant from [oserea. 
Two of the prisoners had overe ats, and 
two of the remaining three had sent their 


2h 2 


Roscrea, 
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The three without over- 
coats were not refused permission to 
send for them. The fact that they were 
driven to Ballybrophy did not retard 
their arrival at Clonmel. It was not 
possible to avoid sending the prisoners 
away by night as there was no legal 
place of detention for them at Koscrea. 


coats home. 


Mr. DILLON: Is it not the fact that 
these men were driven ten miles through 
a drenching rain, and then while wet to 
the skin had to go by train to Clonmel 
Gaol? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As I have said, the 
police deemed it necessary to take this 
route as they anticipated a disturbance. 


Mr. DILLON : But surely the right 
hon. Gentleman might take some pre- 
cautions against an occurrence which 
might have cost these men their lives. 
Is there any truth in the statement that 
they were handcuffed ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On that point I 
have no information, but I will inquire. 
I think there was good reason for the 
action taken by the police under the 
circumstances. A hot meal was provided | 
for the prisoners before the start, and | 
tea was given them at Ballybrophy, and 
also at Limer.ck Junction. 


Mr. DILLON: But why was not 
some effort made to give them shelter of 
some kind when driving ten miles in a 
drenching rain ? 


{COMMONS} 





Mr. SHEEHAN rose to put a further | 


Question. 
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of the House at Question time, or other- 
wise, on Monday, to state to the House 
what our proposals are. 


London Water Bill. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I desire to ask an important question on 
a point of order arising under the new 
Rules, There is down for the Evening 
Sitting, under the head of Private Business, 
the London Water Purchase Bill, which 
is really a public Bill, although it is con- 
sidered necessary to deal with it as a 
private Bill. Under the order of the 
House of May 1 it is provided that private 
business set down for the afternoon sitting 
and not disposed of at a quarter past two 
o'clock shall be postponed until the even- 
ing sitting of such a dayas the Chairman of 
Ways and Means may determine. But it 
is also stipulated that on one of the allotted 
days for Supply—and this is an allotted 


| day—no business other than the business 


of Supply shall be taken betore midnight. 
I submit that this precludes the Chairman 
of Ways and Means from setting private 
business down for one of the allotted days 
the evening of which may otherwise be 
wholly diverted from the consideration of 
Supply. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I ask 
whether it was not the distinct under- 
standing when we passed this Rule that 
the Chairman of Committees should allo- 
cate private business as evenly as might 
be among the evening sittings, subject 
only to the exception of the day of the 
week which, between Easter and Whit- 
suntide, is allotted to private Members ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think there is no 
doubt that the origin of these words— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Notice | “on an allotted day no business other 


must be given of any further Question. 


Education Bill—New Financial Pro- 
posals. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he will say 
when and in what form it is proposed to 
inform the House of the new financial 
proposals as to the Education Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: LI am not in a 
position to place an Amendment on the 
Paper to-morrow. I shall endeavour to 
find some opportunity, perhaps by leave 








than the business of Supply shall be taken 
before midnight ”—was this:—On an 
allotted day the business of Supply must 
be the first Order of the day ; and the in- 
tention was that the Government should 
not be able on such a day to break off the 
consideration of Supply, in order to bring 
on other business on the Paper. I agree 
that there is a certain amount of ambiguity 
when this Order and others are read to- 
gether; but I take the meaning to be 
that no business other than the business 
of Supply can be taken except such as is 
ordered by the other Standing Orders. 
There is one Order which says that when 
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the adjournment of the House is moved 
—and it may be moved on an allotted day 
as well as on others—the debate shall be 
taken at the evening sitting. That, there- 
fore, is clearly an exception from the words 
on which the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn relies ; and in the same way, inas- 
much as the Standing Order relating to 
private business says that the Chairman 
shall allocate such business between the 
evening sittings, and he has allocated it to 
an allotted day, that case is also an excep- 
tion to the words. I quite agree that 
there is a certain difficulty in construing 
the words; but I think that in what I 
have said I have construed them in 
accordance with the intentions of the 
House. 


SELECTION (STANDING) COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HAtsty reported, from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; that they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 
agriculture and fishing), shipping and 
manufactures Mr. Runciman, Mr. 
Mooney, Mr. Goulding, Sir James Wood- 
house, Mr. Gretton, and Mr. Loder ; and 
had appointed in substitution Mr. 
Taylor, Mr. Tully, Mr. Macartney, Mr. 
Lambert, Mr. Baird, and Mr. Garfit. 


Mr. HAtsrey further reported from 
the Committee: That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Trade 
(including agriculture and __ fishing), 
shipping, and manufactures, the following 
fifteen Members in respect of the Meat 
Marking (Ireland) Bill:—Mr. Archdale, 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, Mr. 
Condon, Captain Donelan, Mr. Field, Sir 
James Haslett, Mr. Hill, Mr. William 
Johnstone, Mr. Joyce, Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien, Mr. O’ Mara, Mr. Moore, 
Mr. Soames, and Mr. Spear. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


VEW BILLS. 


FISHERIES (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Fisheries (Ireland) 
Acts, 1842 to 1901,” presented by Mr. 
Wyndham, under Standing Order 31; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 244.] 
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BANKERS (IRELAND) ACT REPEAL 


L. 

“To repeal an Act passed in Ireland 
in 1759, relating to Bankers,” presented 
by Mr. Wyndham, under Standing Order, 
31; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
245. | 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL. 

“ To provide for the payment of certain 
moneys to the Department of Agricul- 
ture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland,” presented by Mr. Wyndham 
under Standing Order 31; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 246.] 


MERCHANDISE MARKS (PROSECUTIONS) 
(IRELAND) BILL. 

“For enabling the Department of 
Agriculture and ‘Technical Instruction 
for Ireland to undertake Prosecutions in 
certain cases under The Merchandise 
Marks Act, 1887; and for other purposes 
connected therewith,” presented by Mr. 
Wyndham, under Standing Order 31; 
to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 247.] 


SUPPLY [12tTH ALLOTTED DAY}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
JEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Crass II. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That asum, not exceeding £9,819, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day 
of Mareh 1903, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Office of His Majesty’s 
Secretary for Scotland and Subordinate 
Office, Expenses under the Inebriates 
Acts, 1879 to 1900, and Expenses under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, including a Grant in 
Aid of the Congested Districts (Scotland) 

Fund.” 


*(2.50.) Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inver- 


ness-shire) desired to offera few criticismsin 
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regard to the operations of the Congested 
Districts Board in Scotland during the 
past year. He realised the difficulty of 
the problem the Congested Districts 
Board had to solve, and was, of course, 
aware that the Board were most anxious 
to relieve the condition of grinding poverty 
in which the people of the Western High- 
lands lived. But what he had to complain 
of was that so little was done, and so 
little real progress was being made in 
relieving the congestion of the Western 
Highlands. There was a want of enterprise 
and a want of courage on the part of the 
Board in dealing with this pressing 
problem. As a ground for this opinion, 
he would point out that, notwithstanding 
the urgency of the case, and the condition, 
almost of starvation, in which many of 
the crofters and cottars on the western 
Seotland were, the Board had 
not spent the very modest sum placed 
at their disposal by the Government. 
They had no less than £70,000 in hand 
unused, and last year, even including 
£11,000 of loans, the Board did not 
spend within £10,000 of their income. 
Now this surely pointed to some want of 
initiative and enterprise, and, indeed, 
want of information on the part of the 
Board. He believed that if they had 
fully realised the pressing necessities of 
the case, they would have spent the 
entire sum at their disposal, and would 
have come to the Government for more. 
In this they would have the hearty 
support of every Member on either side 
of the House who knew the condition of 
affairs in the highlands of Scotland. He 
could not help thinking that perhaps this 
want of enterprise on the part of the 
Board was due to the fact that they did 
not realise that the important thing for 
them to do was to give these landless 
cottars, as well as crofters, with patches of 
land small for them, a chance of 
improving their own condition by securing 
for them land to till and occupy. These 
crofters did not ask a gift of the land; 
they did not wish to become paupers ; 
they were willing to pay full value for 
the land; they were simply “ begging 
leave to toil”; and surely the best and 
the most statesmanlike thing to do was 
to give these independent citizens an 
opportunity to improve their own condi- 
tion, rather than to make them special 
grants to eke out a miserable existence 
without any prospect of permanent social 
improvement. He was led to make this 


Mr, John Dewar, 


coast of 


Too 
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observation from what the Lord Advocate 
said in his, on the whole, very sympathetic 
speech last year. He said that, in view 
of the resources and opportunities of the 
Board, on this side we unduly magnitied 
the importance of settling the people on 
the land. He did not think that could be 
unduly magnified, but in their judgment of 
the Board, keeping in view the Board’s 
resources and opportunities, he thought 
they were justified in saying thatthe Board 
had not fully used their resources, nor had 
they taken full advantage of their oppor- 
tunities in those directions. He did 
not think the importance of settling the 
people on the land could be unduly 
magnified. He wanted to show that it 
was really the only way whereby they 
might hope to bring permanent improve- 
ment to the condition of these people. 
He thought this fact was impressing 
itself on the Board, for he could not help 
noticing how very much larger a_ place 
the question of holdings on various estates 
occupied in this report than it did in 
any of the three previous reports. There 
was much work being excellently done 
by the Board, and they should get every 
credit for that work, which he knew the 
crofters appreciated. So far 
cerned the improvement of stock and 
agriculture, he had no criticism to offer. 
From what he had been able to see, this 
work had been, on the whole, wisely and 
judiciously done. Of 
had been made, but he believed this part 
of the Board’s work would give good 
results. In regard to publie works, 
there was also much good being done, 
particularly in making roads and_ioot- 
paths in places where no such civilising 
agencies existed before, and they were 
sure to have the very best effect, as 
was also the erection of suitable and 
convenient piers and boat slips, but he 
did not know that he could be quite so 
congratulatory on the way in which 
these works had been carried out. 

Last year he pointed out one instance 
of carelessness and neglect, and, while he 
did not desire to dwell on this unneces 
sarily, he felt that more efficiency would 
attend the execution of these public 
works if the organisation of the Congested 
Districts Board was on a more efficient 
footing. He could not help thinking 
The 


members were scattered ,all over Great 


as it con- 


course, mistakes 


that the Board was too large. 
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Britain, and it was impossible for them 
to meet as often as was necessary, or, 
indeed, for them all to meet together 
at all. It was certainly impossible for 
them to meet in the congested districts. 
One effect of the present constitution of 
the Congested Districts Board was that 
the work was largely thrown upon the 
Chairman. He certainly did not com- 
plain of that so long as the present 
Secretary for Scotland was Chairman, 
as under him the work did not suffer, 
but he could quite well imagine cireum- 
stances when the result might be very 
unsatisfactory. It seemed to him that a 
smaller body, who could visit the districts 
and give more personal attention to the 
cases, would be much more efficient than 
the present system of inspectors, inspec- 


tions, and reports. Indeed, he would 
suggest that such a body at present 


existed, and was available, and had many 
claims to recommend it for the work 

he meant the Crofters Commission. The 
Croiters’ Commission always had been a 
most eflicient body; it had secured the 
respect and confidence of both crofters 
and landlords; it intimate 
knowledge, gained by personal visitation, 
of the whole crotting counties ; and, now 
that its work was so very much less 
onerous than it was, he thought they 
might very well undertake the duties at 
present discharged by the Congested 
Districts Board. The visit of Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh, the Chairman of 
the Board, to the Western Highlands 
had had an exeellent effect. In the 
Report of this year there was a reference 
to one of the most glaring cases of mis- 
management in that branch of the board’s 
operations dealing with public works. 
He referred to the pier at Petersport, 
in Benbecula. This pier was completed 
In 1896 at a cost of £3,000, but, up to 
now, it had never been used by any 
steamer, because the approach to the 
pler was dangerous, as the rocks at the 
entrance to the harbour had never been 
properly marked by buoys or beacons. 
He spoke on this subject from personal 
experience of the place, and it seemed to 
him to be a case of gross mismanagement 
and neglect that £3,000 was spent six 
years ago, and that this expenditure had 
yielded absolutely no return to the 
district, beeause the work had not been 
completed by the 


had an 
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additional sum of £300. He believed 
it would be a very good pier. and, when 
this improvement was carried out, it 
would be of great service to the district. 
But it was a great pity the Board 
should have delayed this additional 
work so long. 

Now, coming to deal with the condition 
of some of those crofters in the Western 
Highlands, and the absolute necessity of 
the Board meeting their demand for 
land, that they might till in order to 
live, if there was any difference of 
opinion between the two sides of the 
House—and he did not see why there 
should — be 


any difference — it was 
that Members on the opposite side 
looked for a satisfactory and perma- 


nent remedy for the congestion and 
discontent in the settlement of the 
people on the land; while on the other 
side this was apparently considered 
of minor importance. Everybody was 
anxious to stop the rush to the towns. 
Here were a people who were anxious to 
remain on the land, a Board appointed 
to see them properly settled —and yet so 
little had been done. The Board was 
apparently awakening to the necessity of 
action, but it had not yet done enough, 
nor fully realised the importance oi the 
subject. Last year the Committee dis- 
cussed the condition of the crofters on 
the island of Barra. They were living 
under perfectly disgracetul conditiuns, 
and had béen refused land evenon which 
to build decent dwellings. They had 
used every means to induce the manage- 
ment of the estate to listea to their 
most reasonable request. They had 
eve tried to get the County Council to 
put the provisions of the Ailotments Act 
in force, before the Congested Districts 
Board came to their assistance; and, in 
the Report of this year, there was an 
account of the settlement of some land 
the Congested Districts Board had been 
able to buy for at least some of the 
people. He should, however, like some 
further information from the Lord 
Advocate as to the conditions of that 
purchase. In the account presented 
details were not given, and it would be 
interesting to know what price was paid 
for that land, and how it compared with 
the price which the Government were 
asking from the crofters. From the 
reports that were current, he; rather 
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thought that the Congested Districts 


Board had not made a very good 
bargain. He was informed—and_per- 


haps the Lord Advocate would be able to 
confirm this report or deny it—that the 
price which had been paid for that land 
was twenty-eight years purchase of the 
gross rental, and, as the rates were about 
10s. per £, this represented an unheard- 
of return to the proprietrix—-a -price 
at which no man, as a purchaser or a 
tenant, however willing, could make a 
living, and he should be glad to know 
how much the Board had dropped 
between that price and the price they 
were receiving from the crofters, and 
why the Board should have paid a price 
like this for land at positively the most 
western point of the Hebrides. He knew 
it would be out of order to discuss the 
question of new legis!ation, but it seemed 
to him that there was something wrong 
with the law of the land if it compelled 
the nation to give twenty-eight years 
purchase of the gross rental of land 
which it acquired for a public purpose. 
But, apart altogether from the price, he 
did not think that the quality of the 
land bought was the best, or the most 
suitable. No doubt, with the powers he 
possessed, the Secretary for Scotland 
did the best he could. He had no power 
to compel the proprietrix to sell, and the 
purchase was complicated by the fact 
that a farmer tenant would not surren 
der his lease unless he got a chance of 
buying part of the property himself. 
Under these circumstances, and dealing 
with a sharp Edinburgh lawyer, even 
the Secretary for Scotland was at some 
disadvantage He visited the land and 
saw the place for himself, and it seemed 
to him from casual observation that the 
farmer had secured the best of the 
bargain. He had got the land at the 
sea shore, the most fertile and the best 
land ; and the cro:ters had been sent, as 
usual, to the rocks. Now it might be 
quite out of order for him to make the 
observation, but he thought that 
the head of a great Government Depart- 
ment, representing the State, in dealing 
with a question of this kind, in buying 
land for a public purpose, should — be 
empowered to say what part of the land 
he wanted for the maintenance and 
sustenance of the inhabitants, and that 


Mr. John Dewar. 
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he should have power to take it on pay- 
ing a fair price for it. He did not believe 
that any satisfactory settlement of the 
agitation in the crofter counties would 
take place until he did receive that 
power. However, in the meantime, he 
should like the Lord Advocate to give 
details of the transaction, showing what 
price had been paid for this land, and 
what relation the price to be received 
from the crofters bore to the cost. This 
land was bought under the disadvan- 
tageous circumstances which he had 
mentioned, but the difficulty of buying 
land from an unwilling seller should 
surely waken the Congested Districts 
Board to the advantage of buying all 
the suitable land that was offered in the 
market. But this had not, by any 
means, always been done. Notwith- 
standing the representations and the 
pressure brought to bear on the Board, 
both by the crofters themselves and by 
their representatives, the Board allowed 
an estate which was offered in the open 
market in Uist last year to slip through 
their fingers. He referred to the estate 
of Vallay. Great delay took place in 
getting a report on the Jand, and, 
although the estate was for a consider- 
able time in the market, the Board took 
no steps to secure it. They, indeed, had 
a report from someone who said it was 
not suitable for crofter settlements—a 
manifestly absurd statement in the view 
of anyone who knew the place. But, 
additional agitation and pressure being 
brought to bear on them, the Board got 
a second report from another reporter, 
who, he understood, recommended that, 
under certain conditions, it might be 
made available for crofter settlements, 
but, in the meantime, the estate had 
been bought by an outsider, and it was 
lost to the crofters in consequence. He 
was informed that there was land in the 
neighbourhood available on the estate of 
a landlord who was, in every respect, a 
sympathetic and good landlord, and, if 
the Board turned their attention in this 
direction, he believed they would be 
able to make up, to some extent, forthe 
disappointment which ensued last year 
at the settlement on the Vallay estate 
slipping out of their hands. 

The present condition of the croftersin 
South Uist demanded the immediate and 
most serious attention of the Board, 
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especially on one estate, where there was 
a great deal of congestion and poverty 
and discomfort. He referred especially to 
the South Uist part of Lady Gordon 
Cathcart’s property. The people in that 
district were living in the very greatest 
poverty and destitution. In one 
particular district there were 341 crofters, 
and there were no fewer than 100 
cottars living with their families and 
sharing the miserable returns with the 
crofters. About fifty were receiving 
parochial relief. They had, up to now, 
added a little to their income by the 
kelp industry, but that had ceased, and 
they were face to face with a very 
rious condition of affairs. A steady 
constitutional agitation had been going 
on in this district for over twenty years, 
asking that additional land might be 
allotted to enable them to get a decent 
subsistence. It had been going on at the 
same time and in the same way as the 
Barra agitation. Their applications had 
been ignored by the proprietrix and her 
agents, although, he was informed, there 
was land in the district which might be 
made available. Gn the. passing of the 
Allotments Act, which gave the County 
Council power to take land compulsorily 
for allotments, these crofters and cottars, 
throngh =the Parish Council, made 
ipplication to the County Council under 
the Act. He did not say that the 
Allotments Act was meant for a case 
o this kind, or that it was the best 
solution of the difficulty for them; but, 
if the provisions of that Act had been 
put into operation, it would, at least, 
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have awakened the management 
ot the estate to the _ necessities 
of the situation. Nothing was done, 


however, and these poor people were 
realising that ‘‘ hope deferred maketh 
the heart sick."’ He could not understand 
the unwillingness of some landlords to 
let land to erofters for small holdings ; 
he could not understand the manage- 
ment of an estate which permitted such 
acondition of affairs to continue; and 
he did not believe that such a condition 
of affairs would be permitted to exist 
on any estate which was under public 
observation and more subject to public 
opinion, Something, however must, 
bedone. The Congested Districts Board 
had been petitioned again and again by 
these people, and he had done it also on 
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their behalf, but nothing had been done 
to meet their request. Perhaps nothing 
could be done as the law at present 
stood. If that was so, he should like to 
hear from the Lord Advocate how he 
proposed to relieve the crofters and 
cottars from a position which had be- 
come intolerable, and for which they 
were in no sense to blame. Lord 
Balfour had been good enough to write 
him a letter on the subject, which was 
printed as an Appendix to the Report. 
He had had many communications from 
crofters and cottars in regard to this 
letter, and they one and all spoke with 
dismay of the reference in the last para- 
graph of the letter which seemed to 
indicate that, before anything could be 
done for South Uist, they must wait 
until they saw whether the experiment 
in Barra was to be a success or a failure. 
He did not believe that they could wait 
until the experiment at Barra had been 
proved to be a success. He believed 
that affairs were so bad in the districts 
he had mentioned that something must 
be done immediately. Poverty was 
rapidly increasing, and now that the 
earnings from the kelp industry, which 
formerly averaged about £5 a family, 
were cut off, it was easy to see that 
things would become rapidly worse. 
The rates at present were 10s. 7d. in 
the £1, and, estimating that there were 
i40 iamilies in the district, the with- 
drawal of £2,000 would be a_ very 
serious matter indeed. But why should 
this Board, with the resources at their 
disposal, limit the experiment to Barra ? 
The South Uist people were just as 
necessitous, just as badly off, and just 


as deserving of relief as the others. 
Even if both were included in the 


experiment it would be a small affair. 

A bolder policy in regard to this 
question might very well be adopted, and 
when they learned of the large sums 
which were being expended in Ireland for 
exactly similar purposes, under exactly 
similar conditions, with almost exactly the 
same type of population and with such 
excellent results, one was inclined to 
think the excessive caution of the Board 
was surely a mistake. They had the 
benefit of the experiments in Ireland ; 
let them adopt a bolder policy in the 
Western Highlands. He had been told 
that about two and a half millions would 
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buy up all the land necessary to settle 
this question in the whole Highlands of 
Scotland and, if this was all that was 
involved, the Board might, with advan- 
tage, broaden their view in regard to 
their duty. He had said that he be- 
lieved the providing of suitable holdings 
was the only way of permanently im- 
proving the condition of these cottars 
and crofters and in proof of this, he 
should like to draw the Lord Advocate’s 
attention to the fact that of all the 
pauperism in this district, no less than 
YO per cent. was from the landless class— 
the cottar and the farm labourer class— 
and that only 10 per cent. was from 
the class that had the opportunity of 
making «living on the land. He had 
no doubt whatever that pauperism would 
ut once decrease if the native population 
were given the opportunity to till the 
land which was available for them. He 
thought it was a most instructive study 
to compare the different conditions of 
affairs upon similar and adjoining pro- 
perties in the Highlands of Scotland. 
On the one property, there was a con- 
tented and a comparatively prosperous 
people ; on the other, there was poverty 
and discontent and destitution. There 
were many intelligently and sympathetic- 
ally managed estates in the Highlands. 
Indeed, the good landlords were in an 
enormous majority. Take, for instance, 
the estates in Inverness-shire of Sir 
Arthur Orde, Lord Dunmore, MacLeod 
MacLeod and many others. These 
landlords were ready at all times to 
consider reasonable applications for crofter 
settlements and the result was seen in 
such a letter as that of Lord Dunmore, 
quoted in the Report of the Congested 
Districts Board. Now, what caused the 
ditierence in the condition of affairs there 
and on the adjoining properties ! It was 
similar land, with a similar climate, and 
the social conditions were the same. 
Nor could it be due to a difference in the 
inhabitants themselves, as they were all 


ot 


of the same type. It must be due to the 
difference in the management of the 
estate. Could nothing be done to 


save the tenants from bad landlords and 
bad factors? He believed that the Con- 
gested Districts Board had not the power 


necessary to deal with such landlords 
and with such managers. The Board in 
their Report suggested that they re- 


quired additional powers. 
Mr. John Le wor. 


He heartily 
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agreed. He most sincerely hoped that 
the additional powers they desired 
would be powers to protect crofters 


and cottars on badly managed estates, 
As an instance of the sort of tiing 
that went on in those places which 
were far away from effective — public 
opinion, he would tell the Committee 
what happened this year at Barra. For 
several years, the crofters at Castlebay, 
Barra, rented from the farmer on the 
farm at Vatersay, on a neighbouring 
island, some potato patches, and the 
crofters had regularly got from the 
Congested Districts Board a supply of 
seed to plant there. This year they 
received the seed as usual, but, on going 
to prepare the land, the farmer, without 
any rhyme or reason, refused them 
permission to plant their seed, or put a 
spade in the ground. He did not know 
what happened to the seed, but it seemed 
to him an _ extraordinary condition of 
affairs and one that demanded immediate 
attention, if not from the Congested 
Districts Board, then from the Govern- 
ment, that a great Department of the 
State, having provided seed for the 
crofters to plant, being satisfied that 
they ought to assist to this extent, should 
be frustrated in their efforts to help 
those croiters by the caprice of an un- 
reasonable farmer. He would like to 
hear from the Lord Advocate what the 
Board proposed to do in this case. It 
was evident that there could be no fair 
play given to these crofters who were 
so under the control of the landlords and 
the factors and the larger tenants, 
until the strong arm of the law inter- 
vened to protect them. He had offered 
these observations in no unfriendly 
spirit. All he wanted to do 
impress upon the Congested Districts 
Board and upon the Committee the 
absolute necessity of doing something, 
and at once, to give the crofters of the 
Western Highlands a chance to live in 
their own land. They were a_ people 
worth preserving ; physically and morally, 
they were a fine race. We were intro- 
ducing pauper and criminal aliens by 
the hundreds and_ thousands _ into 
London and the other ports, and we 
were permitting, perhaps, the _ finest 
peasantry in the world to be starved and 


was [0 


evicted and exiled from the Scottish 
Highlands. He thought that the 
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sppointment of a new member to the 
(oiters’ Commission was a subject 
relevant to the present discussion. ‘That 
yew member was Mr. Forsyth, against 
shom. personally, there was not a word 
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9 say. That gentleman was a most 
xeellent member, but he wanted to 


jraw the attention of the Committee to 
the fact that the Crofters’ Commission 
as a body which arbitrated between 
the crotters and the landlords. ‘That 
(ommission now consisted of a lawyer, 
the Chairman, Mr. Sheriff Brand, a 
getor, While Mr. Forsyth was a land- 
rd. The crotters were, therefore, not 
represented. He thought it was a pity 





on 


that the noble Lord the Secretary tor 


Gotland had not taken the opportunity 


appointing on the Commussion a 
ppresentative of the erofters. There 


vere plenty of intelligent men amongst 
tem who could have represented the 
interests of their class. 


€/2 
(0. 


26.) Mr. CATHCART WASON 
Orkney and Shetland) said the hon. 
\ember for Inverness-shireseemedtodraw 
ome distinction between the opinions of 
Members on either side of the House in 
vgard to the settlement of the people 
nthe land; but he was sure that all 
he Members representing the crofting 
istricts were practically of one mind in 
ygard to that matter. Those of them 
tho witnessed the manner in which the 
roiters struggled to obtain a living 
ld not help ieeling an intense admira- 
ton for them. He agreed with the hon. 
lember that the Congested Districts 
joard ought to have the absolute power 
t purchasing land anywhere. He knew 
hat there were many bankrupt estates 
mn which the people had not a single 
oul to look after them, and it would be 
to relieve them unless the 
Vongested Districts Board had power to 
buy up the land and divide it amongst 
the crofters. The Allotments Act had 
been a dead letter in Scotland. He 
knew of one ease in which the people 
had applied to the County Council tor 
illotments and were made perfect fools 
oi. They were offered land on the top 
ot a Inll or in the wet bottom of a 
valley. Heshould like to draw attention 
'o the condition of the people in the 
lsland of Muckle Rooe in Shetland, separ- 
ited from another island by a small arm 


Lp ssible 
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of the sea, and on a stormy day there 
was no means of communication between 
the two. In that island there was no 
church or churehyard, and no doctor, 
and the expenditure of a few hundred 
pounds for the erection of a_ bridge 
would enable the inhabitants to take 
their cattle to market and bury their 
dead. In the Island of Swona further 
south, an earthquake wave, two and a 
half years ago, tilted up their little 
harbour and the poor people could not 
get their fish to market except in the 
very calmest weather. The Congested 
Districts Board ought to have power in 
their own hands to get rid of the red- 
tapeism which was strangling their best 
efforts to ameliorate the condition of 
a large number of people who were ab- 
solutely barred from earning their living. 
The Congested Districts Board had come 
forward and expressed their willingness 
to do this work, but they were unable, 
through the officialism and red tapeism, 
to take this matter in Mand. Although 
the money was there for the purpose, 
they could not come forward and say 
the work should now be done, owing to 
the difficulties put before them. In a 
case of that kind he really thought 
something should be done to enable the 
Congested Districts Board to undertake 
the work. 

Another point he desired to draw 
attention to was the position in which 
the crofters found themselves owing to a 
recent interpretation of the law relating 
to crofts. Up to a few years ago the 
Crofters Act had worked fairly well, but 
some years ago an action was brought 
against a man for carrying on an 
industry other than agriculture upon 
his croft, which was decided against him. 
The result was that no crofter could 
carry ou any other industry besides 
agriculture on his croft; they could not 
trade with each other; and it was only 
with the forbearance of their landlords 
that these men could live at all. They 
were precluded from carrying on a little 
carpenters shop; they could not keep 
a little grocery store on which the whole 
turnover would not be more than £100 
a year; they could not even carry on a 
little blacksmith’s business. What the 
Government had done was to say the 
landlords had not done their duty in the 
past, and they had taken the place of 
! 
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the landlords, and he submitted that 
they should look into the facts and deal 
with these matters, A crofter ought to 
be allowed to carry on his ordinary 
agricultural avocation and those other 
occupations which were so mixed up 
with his agricultural pursuit that it was 
difficult to say where the one ended and 
the other began. 
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Sm JOHN LENG (Dundee) asked 
would the hon. Gentleman state at 
whose instance this action was taken. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON said the 


action was heard at the Court of 
Sessions, and was taken by a Mr. 
Gilmore against a Mr. Peterson; but 


he did not wish to go into the merits 
of that case. He was speaking of what 
had arisen in consequence of the decision. 
It was now by law in the power of the 
landlord to prevent a crofter’s child 
knitting a stocking and selling it off the 
croft. The Scotch Members of the 
House were a very small body, and being 
quiet, retiring men, were not able to 
bring the grievances of their constituents 
forward as other hon. Membersdid. Inthe 
Highlands and islands of Scotland there 
was one very great grievance, with refer- 
ence to the power of the Parish Councils 
to dismiss the parish doctor without any 
notice whatever. This was a grievance 
which existed nowhere but in Scotland, 
and Secotchmen were not accustomed to 
take a back seat unless good reason 
could be shown for their doing so. 


Tut DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! ‘This subject should come under 
the Vote for the Local Government 


Board, and not under this Vote. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON said in 
that case he would take a full oppor- 
tunity on that occasion to bring this 
matter forward. 

(3.40.) Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aber- 
deenshire. W.) said he had not the 
honour to represent a crofter con- 
stitueney, but some of his constituents 
were practically living under the same 


conditions as crofters, and_ therefore 
it might happen, when some such 
legislation as had been advocated 


by Sir George Trevelyan was at some 
Mr. 


Cathcart Wason. 
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future time brought forward, that 
he might be able to join with his hon, 
friend in the proposals he had made to. 
day. Nothing in the way of legislation had 
been more gratifying than the absolute 
success of the Crofters Act, and anybody 
visiting the Highlands now and seeing 
what they were now as compared with 
what they were a few years ago must he 
struck with the difference. He was glad 
to pay his tribute of respect to the 
crofter for his desire to stay upon his 
croit, because the great endeavour onall 
sides of the House at the present time 
was to keep the rural population on the 
land instead of allowing it to congest| 
the towns; and the extension of crofts 
was a very beneficial way of carrying 
that policy out. He could not go so far 
as his hon. friend had gone with regard 
to the work of the Congested Districts 
Soard, but the Board had undoubtedly 
done good work. The great drawback, 
so far as the crofters were concerned, at 
present was that they could not get 
enough land to keep them going. Any- 
one who knew anything about agricul- 
ture would know that no one could get 
a living out of a farm of less than 30 
acres, and the trouble was that the 
croiters had not enough land to go on 
with, and consequently had to spend a 
good deal of time in idleness. The 
crofters were a fine, energetic people, and 
anybody who visited the districts would 
be surprised at what they did get out 
of these small patches of soil. He 
thought the Congested Districts Board 
should have power to put on the screw 
and compel owners to sell some of the 
sheep farms, so that these crofts might 
be extended. Of course, there were 
difficulties in the way ; one difficulty lay 
in the valuation of the sheep, and another 
lay in the tenants themselves. They 
would not migrate; they would not go 
from one part to another. If a man 
had a small farm on one island and was 
offered a larger and a better farm on 
another, he frequently would not go 


to it. That was a very great difficulty. 
The Congested Districts Board were 


doing good work; they were suggesting 
the growing of new crops, such as tur 
nips, for instance, which was a ¢Top 
which he had never seen grown in these 
districts; they also suggested going 10 
for small cultivation and the keeping © 
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igs and poultry, which in the hands of | in which the account was presented 
wall occupiers were known to bring in| by the Congested Districts Board was 
,good deal of money. He was glad to|that which was approved by the 
ve that the crofters had taken up so| Government, but complained that it was 
ordially the new method of spraying | impossible to obtain from accounts in 
ytatoes. The result of the use of the | that form a proper view of the work the 
pray had been that it was not only a | Commissioners were doing. For instance, 
ermicide, destroying all the spores of | the Committee would like to know how 
he disease, but it also fertilised the | much money had been lent out to the 
and and produced better and heavier | crofters, how much had to be repaid, 
sops. He agreed that the Congested | and how much had been repaid up to 
Districts Board should have the wider | the present time. There was no material 
ope for which they asked in one section in the account to show how the business 
{ the report for spending their money. | was progressing. ‘The Committee ought 
ifeourse, it might be said that under the | to know the way matters were going on. 
ww Acts and regulations local authorities | So far as he could see, greater power 
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id power to do all that was required. | should be given to the Board and more 
That was so, no doubt, but local authori- | money should be spent. He thought 
tes usually had funds; the-e people | £5,000 was far too limited an amount. 
wre So poor that it was necessary to| Nobody would suggest that so far as 
applement the local funds with a good | the crofters were concerned there was 
gant. He certainly thought the crotters | not an opportunity given of spending 
vere men who deserved better treatment | all the money on crofters’ holdings. The 
than they received. number of these holdings had been 
| slightly increased, but after all, only a 
Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, | small number of crofters benefited, and 
(amlachie) expressed his sympathy with | if any progress was to be made in this 
the speeches which had been made with | matter £10,000 a year should be spent. 

| 

| 


gard to the condition of the crofters, | There was always a willingness on the 
wt said the immediate object of his| part of landlords in the Highlands to 
ising was to call attention to the condi- | spend money on roads. A road benefited 
ton of the tenants in the great cities,| the users to a certain extent, but its 
those position required the attention of | main advantage was that it developed 
tie Government just as much as did | the property, so that landlords would go 
tat of the crofters. There was a system | in for as much expenditure on roads as 
a Scotland in the great cities on which | was desired. The same remark applied 
ue tenancy was regulated which was old | to piers and lighthouses. But there was 
ad eminently unsuited to the present | one point in connection with lighthouses 
equirements. In February of each|to which he wished to call attention. 
ear the landlord called upon the tenant | There was an item of £750 a year tor 
ad presented him with what was called |the upkeep of lighthouses. The main- 
missive, which had to be signed and | tenance of lighthouses was not within the 
eturned, which missive when returned | purview ofthefunctionsfor which theCon- 
mounted toa letting tothe tenant for | gested Districts Board was established. 
nother twelve months from the follow-| While it might be quite proper for the 
ng May. | Boardtomakea grant to aid the building 
ofa lighthouse, it would be a very different 
*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said this | thing to undertake the maintenance of 
Vote had only to do with the adminis- it, and this £750 a year for a purpose 
tration of the law, and if it would require | which was not within the duty of the 
new legislation to alter it, the hon. | Board was a sum which ought not to 
Member would not be in order in pro-| be paid. It would be well if such an 
posing it. "| amount were given quite separately, but 

|it ought not to be included in the Vote 
(3.55.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark-| of the Commissioners. He admitted 
shire, Mid) called attention to the | that otherwise the Board had done much 
weounts of the Congested Districts | useful work, but they had not done 
Board. He admitted that the form | as much as they ought to have done 
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in the way of increasing the holdings, 
and they would never be able satisfac- 
torily to discharge that duty until they 
had compulsory powers. At present 
the Commissioners could get these 
estates only when men were willing to 
sell, and at the price they asked. With 
ordinary compulsory powers they would 
be able to secure land by paying only 
the fair and reasonable price, and he did 
not see why such powers should, not be 
given for the purpose of extending 
crotters, holdings, where necessary, as 
were possessed by railway companies, 
because the obtaining of land to enabie 
people to live was certainly as important 
as the obtaining of land for a railway. 


(4.7.) Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caith- 
ness-shire)desired to associate himself with 
the remarks which had been made as to 
the good work done by the Congested 
Districts Board. As the representative 
of a poor agricultural constituency, he 
telt bound to say that the work was of 
a most admirable quality, but the powers 
ot the Board were limited. Without 
pointing out all the directions in which 
those powers might be extended, he 
would certainly support the suggestion 
as to the desirability of the Board pos- 
sessing compulsory for the 
extension of the holdings of crofters. 
One of the things which struck him 
most forcibly when he first visited his 
constituency was the small amount of 
Jand upon which famihes had to subsist, 
and he was not at all surprised to find 
that the chief desire of the people was 
that their holdings should be extended. 
This was a question of more than local 
interest. ‘The census returns for several 
deeades past indicated a rapid depopula- 
tion of the Highlands. That depopula- 
tion was due to various causes—amongst 
others to the extension of decr forests 
in the Highiands—but it was primarily 
due to the fact that people desirous of 
living on the land were not able to get 
the land tolive upon. In his own 
stituency the decrease of population 


+}, 
i 


powers 


con- 


between 1890 and 1900 was no less 
than 10 per cent., and he thought they 
had every reason to ask the Lord 


Advocate for a clear statement as to how 

he intended to deal with this matter. 
*\Mir. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs) thought 

the Committee were under an obligation 
Mr. Cald we ll. 
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to the hon. Member for Caithness-shire for 
having mentioned the subject of deer, 
because it could do no harm, and might 
do much good, if Members familiarised 
themselves with the conditions under 
which land was held in the High. 
lands at the present time. He repre- 
sented a district in which there were 
deer forests. When he went to that 
part of the country twenty-seven years 
ago, he found bankrupt farmers and 
shepherds living in houses not equal 
to cattle kraals, and sheep which had 
to be deported to Dumfries and else. 
where every year to save their lives, 
Now, owing to the deer forests, the cop. 
dition of affairs there was that for 4 
stretch of sixteen miles there was not 4 


single poor family or bad house, and the § 


population had increased by 20 per cent, 
They had had a Select Comunittee oj 
twenty-one Members, including the bes 
agricultural intelligence in the House, and 
the finding of that Committee was unani- 
mously to the effect that deer forests in 
Scotland were a distinct advantage, and 
so far from decreasing the number oi 
inhabitants they had raised the amount oi 
temporary employment to a considerable 
extent, as well as sustained the amount 
of permanent employment. Subsequently 
a Royal Commission confirmed that Report, 
hut the House was not satisfied with that, 
and in 1891 a second Royal Commission 
confirmed the Report of the Committee 
and also the finding of the first Royal 
Commission. The Commission 
reported that there were 1,700,000. acres 
of land in Scotland capable of supporting 
crotters, but he would remind the Com 
mittee that in Yorkshire there were 
3,400,000 acres of land capable of giving 
suitable employment to those engaged in 
agriculture. But there happened to be 
in both cases the same obstacle in the 
way, and that was that the land happened 
to be private property. He could not 
understand why they could not address 
themselves to the deer forest question 
upon the lines of the greatest good to the 
ereatest number. If forests were no more 
than a ‘luxury of the rich and injury 
to the community he should discourage 
deer forests by every means in his power, 
but if they were a benefit to the community 


second 


+7 — Lanta 
then he saw no reason why there should 


be special legislation against them. 





Every Scotch Member was acquainted 
with the fact that these high grounds could 
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be used practically only for two purposes 
—deer forests and sheep farming. It 
required four acres of fine land to 
support one sheep, and eight to ten 
acres of rough land for each sheep. 
Applying those figures to the deer 
forests, if they removed every deer and 
substituted sheep, they would only get 
650,000 sheep. Sheep were not converted 
into mutton under three years, therefore 
the change suggested would only add 
about 230,00) sheep annually to the food 
supply of this countr ‘y. How many sheep 
were there today in Great Britain ? Why, 
something between 31,000,000 and 
39.000,000. Consequently, the difference 
was so homeopathic, so to speak, that it 
was practically of little use. It should be 
remembered that by assigning the hillside 
tosheep they would be losing the possi- 
bility of employment by _ planting. 
Wherever they had these deer forests 
they provided employment for the people. 
Putting all these things together, whether 
on the ground of planting, or "food, or 
bringing rich people from the south to the 
north, deer forests were beneficial. He 
hoped the Committee would not imagine 
that he found no fault with the present 
condition of the deer forests, for he should 
not be content until he found the crofters 
more firmly established on the land, and 
more land coming into the possession of 
the crofters. That could not happen so 
long as they had those large sheep farms. 
If the y passed an enactment by which all 
land less than 500 feet above the level of 
the sea should be devoted to crofter’s 
holdings they would at once get a large 
tract of land in the lowlands suitable for 
erofters. With regard to deer forests, 
the Committee reported that there had 


been but a single case of eviction for the 
creation of a forest during the thirty 
years antecedent to 1873, and it would 


be a black day for Scotland when they 
legislated the red stag out of existence. 


“Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
he had never heard a more contradictory 
speech than that to which they had just 
listened. He was afraid the hon. Member 
knew precious little about deer forests in 
the Highlands of Scotland. The hon. 
Member forgot to tell the Committee that 
prior to twenty-five years ago lal ‘ge 
numbers of crofters and cottars lived 
much of the land now reserved for deer. 
The er fters and cottars had been cleared 
off to make room for sheep farms, and 
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inthe course of time these sheep farms 
were converted into deer forests. The 
hon. Member had stated that not a 
single person had been evicted from the 
deer forests for the last twenty years. 
What he desired was that crofters should 
be put again on the lands which were at 
one time in the occupation of the people 


who were evicted to make room for 
large sheep farms. Who wanted the 
land on the heights? Let the deer 
go there, and let the lowlands be appro- 
priated to the uses of the people. Only 


a few days ago he asked a question in 
the House about Strathconon, which 
was owned by the First Lord of the 
Treasury and sold by him prior to the 
passing of the Crofters Act. At that 
place a large sheep farm was about to be 
converted into a deer forest, although 
up to this 500 human beings lived on 
that land as croftersand cottars. Where 
were those crofters today? They had 
been driven out of that beautiful Strath- 
conon where they ought to have still 
been getting their living. They had 
been told that no crofters had been 
evicted for a good many years. Of 


course not, because there were none let 


to evict. They wanted those people put 
back upon the land. 

*Mr. BIGNOLD said the thing was 
practically impossible, for he could say, 


living as he did under the shadow of 
Stratheonon, that there had not been 
a house on the north side of the estate 


for fiity years. 


*(4.26.) Mr. WEIR said his conten- 
tion was that these people were cleared 
out to create sheep farms before the hon. 
Member bought his estate. They wished 
to keep the Highlands populated with a 
strong, sturdy, and steady race. They 
were told by the hon. Member that 
the deer forests brought rich men from 
the south. But where did the money 
go? It went into the pockets of the 
landlords, who spent it in London, or 
Paris, or even at Monte Carlo, where in 
the season they were to be found in 
pretiy large numbers. That money did 
not benefit the people of the Highlands. 
It benefited the railway compinies, the 
hotel keepers, the livery stable keepers, 


and a few ghillies, but the people generally 
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would be a precious sight better without 
these rich men from the south. 
sorry to find the hon. Member for the 
Northern Burghs making such a hash of 
things today. He wished the hon. 
Member would read the Napier Com- 
mission Report and the Report of the 
Highlands and Islands Commission, 1892. 
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He would find that the latter reported | 


that there were nearly 2,000,000 acres 
of land which might be appliéd to 
erofting. The Commission was a greater 
authority on the subject than the hon. 
Member for the Northern’ Burghs. 
much of that land has been given to the 
crofters? Why does not the Seeretary 
for Scotland see to the matter? When 
questions in regard to the Highlands 
were brought forward in this House— 
where the Secretary for Scotland ought 
to be—they were frequently told that 
there was no official information. The 
Secretary for Scotland was at the head 
of too many Boards, and he evidently 
forgot that he was responsible for the 
conduct of these Boards. He had no 
doubt that the Lord Advocate was a 
clever lawyer, but he Xnew littie about 
the Highlands of Scotland. In India 
Lord Curzon visits districts and personally 
inquires into the condition of the people. 
Why is not the Secretary for Scotland up 
and doing, and why does he not go 
through the Highland crofting counties 
and inquire into the conditions under 
which the people live. He was glad 
that since the Crofters Act was passed 
the crofters’ houses had been vastly 


improved. If there was an ecclesiastical 
function in Edinburgh, they would 


find the Secretary tor Scotland there, 
but the material welfare of the people 
ought to be considered as well as their 
spiritual welfare. The Secretary for Scot- 
land too often took his information, in re- 
gard to the Highlands, from landlords and 


factors, and landlords’ agents and lawyers | 


in Edinburgh. These were not the sources 
from which he ought to draw his informa- 
tion; it ought to be obtained by personal 
inquiry. If legislation were required to 
rectify the matters to which he had re- 
ferred, the Secretary for Scotland ought 
to introduce legislation. It was his busi- 


ness to see to matters affecting the High- | 


lands. He begged to move that the salary 
of the Secretary of Scotland be reduced 
by £100. 

Mr. Weir. 
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Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
| Allowances) be reduced by £100.”—(M». 
| Weir.) 
| Mr. BIGNOLD said he had read the 
| Report of the Napier Commission. He 
| thought the crofting area should be ex- 
| tended, and that more crofters ought to 
| be put on the ground. 
| 

Mr. LEVESON-GOWER (Sutherland. 
| shire) cailed attention to the regulation 
which required that the sanction of the 
Board of Trade should be obtained for 
the erection of piers and harbours, and 
said that cases might arise where localities 
would be prevented from getting the 
accommodation needed in this way, by 
sanction being refused. He instanced 
the case of Droman Bay, where a landing- 
stage was desired by the people, but the 
Board of Trade refused to give their 
sanction to its being constructed, because, 
in their opinion, the pier would not give 
absolute safety, The consequence was 
that the fishermen would go on using the 
bay without having a pier. He could 
not see why they should not be allowed 
to have a small landing-stage erected. 
He suggested that the Congested Districts 
Board should have the power to carry 
out a small matter of this kind on its own 
responsibility. He should like to know 
from the Lord Advocate whether it was 
possible to have the matter attended to 
in this way. 


*(4.44.) Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. 
A. GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) said 
he had never had to complain in the 
past, and he did not complain on the 
present occasion of the general spirit of the 
remarks made by the hon. Member for In- 
verness-shire on the work of the Congested 
Districts Board, and on the work of his 
noble friend the Secretary for Scotland, 
in relation to the Highlands. The hon. 
| Member might feel assured that the 
| noble Lord was perfectly alive first of 
jall to the inherent and real difficulties 
(of the crofters; and, secondly, that his 
noble friend had the best intentions in 
the matter. If he had been passing a 
panegyric on the work of the Congested 
Districts Board, as shown in their Report. 
ihe certainly could not have found a 
more hearty word of encouragement 
than the speech of the hon. Member 
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when he described what he saw of their 
operations both in respect of agriculture 
and the furtherance of the breeding of 
stock. The hon. Member was also 
complimentary as to the good work 
done in the matter of material works, 
although he tempered his praise there 
by saying that he thought in some 
instances the work had not on the 
whole been very well carried out. When 
he came to the particulars he did not 
think there was really so much to 
complain oft—he meant so far as the 
Congested Districts Board was concerned. 
The hon. Member specially instanced the 
ease of the pier at Petersport. In regard 
tothat case, the Report of the Board 
stated :—- 


“Qn 30th Oetober, 1894, the County Council 
of Inverness applied to the Secretary for Scot- 
land for a grant towards the construction of 
this pier, which they proposed to erect ac- 
cording to plan and specification prepared by 
the promoters’ Engineer on a site fselected by 
the promoters. The pier was completed in 
1806, but soon after complaints were made that 
the pier and its approaches were dangerous to 
steamers. ‘The Secretary for Scotland obtained 
from the Adimiralty a detailed report on the pier, 
in which certain details were recommended as 
necessary to render the pier serviceable. The 
Board made a grant of £300 to the County 
Council to provide such moorings, buoys, 
fender piling, ete., as—we are advised—would 
wake it safe for steamers of 180 feet length 
md 12 feet draught to approach and leave the 
ier by day, and to remain alongside it at 
weap-tide from 2 hours tloed to 4 hours ebb.” 


Now, really, he asked the Committee 
what more the Congested Districts 
Board could have done. This was 
not a scheme of their own, but a 
scheme of the County Council of 
Inverness. The County Council came 
tothe Board and said—‘* Here we have 
a scheme which we consider to be a 
good one; will you give us a grant ?” 
The Board said, “Certainly, we will 
give vou a grant.” The pier was 
erected. and after that complaints were 
made that it was not safe. Then the 
Congested Districts Board was asked to 
help again. The Board got a special 
Report from the Admiralty which said 
that the pier was not safe at 
present, but if such and such a thing 
were done it would make it safe. Then 
the Congested Districts Board said to the 
County Council if they did that a grant 
would be given. He really did not see 
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what more could have been done. If 
there was any blame in the matter it 
rested on the shoulders of the engineer 
who originally advised the County Council 
of Inverness and the local promoters. He 
did not think that if this specifie case 
was looked at fairly there was any just 
ground for criticism of the Congested 
Districts Board. But, of course, the 
greatest portion of the hon. Gentleman’s 
speech was on a matter in which he was 
truly interested. It was not so much 
that the hon. Gentleman did not approve 
of all that the Congested Districts Board 
had done. He believed the hon. Gentle- 
man approved very highly of what the 
Board had done, but what he thought 
was that the Board might have done 
more for what he considered was the 
main object of their existence. The hon. 
Gentleman had quoted a sentence from 
the remarks he had made when this Vote 
came before the Committee last year, 
in which he had stated that he thought 
hon. Members on the other side of the 
House unduly magnified that portion of 
the work of the Congested Districts Board 
in trying to put the people on the land at 
all. He did not remember the exact 
words that he used, but what he wanted 
to make plain was that he was very far 
from representing, as the attitude of the 
Government, that they did not think that 
the business of giving facilities for men 
who had not got land at present to get 
land, was not one of the most important 
objects for which the Board was created. 
But what had been the one idea of his 
noble friend the Secretary for Scotland 
in this matter was that, in the first place, 
he had always kept in view that recom- 
mendation of the Deer Forest Commis- 
sioners, who said that though there was 
a great deal of land suitable for settlement, 
it was only suitable for such persons as 
had the capacity and the means to make 
good use of that land when they got it. 
And there was thefurther recommendation 
that in a matter of this sort they must 
vo gradually, and must not be ‘in too 
much of a hurry. If ever there was a 
case in which the saying festina lente was 
applicable it was a case of this sort. 
The hon. Member had admitted quite 
frankly that if the report of the Congested 
Districts Board for this year was compared 
with that of last year, it would be found 
how very much this question of migration 
bulked in the former. No doubt there 
were a great many matters of detail, to 
28 








od 
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some of which he might refer later on. 
But the hon. Member pointed to a balance 
of £71,000. If, however, he would turn 
to the account, he would find that that 
balance of £71,000 was not all, in one 
sense, available. He meant it could not 
have been spent, because if the hon. 
Member turned to Appendix &, he would 
find that the amount of grants which had 
been actually voted by the Congested 
Districts Board for various worksamounted 
in total to £66,191 6s. ld. Of that sum at 
31st March, only £39,041 19s. 3d. had been 
paid. That meant that there was a 
balance of £27,149, 6s. 10d., which was 
money they could not spend but which was 
promised, and if they took £27,149, 6s. 10d. 
from the balance of £71,000 they got 
practically a balance of £44,850. He 
was sure the hon. Member for Inverness 
shire would not press him to give names, 
but he could tell him that at this very 
moment there was another land transac- 
tion which they were in great hopes was 
going to come toa satisfactory conclusion. 
If it did go through, it meant an expendi- 
ture of £40,000, so that, honestly speak- 
ing, the Board were not very far from 
the end of their tether at this moment. 
They were not in a position of having 
accumulated a very large sum with which 
they had done nothing. When they 
came to the particulars, of course, he 
thought everybody would admit that 
there had been a most. satisfactory 
partial solution of the problem in Barra. 
The experiment had turned out, on the 
whole, most successfully. The hon. 
Member had asked a question about the 
number of years purchase paid for the 
land in Barra by the crofters and to the 
landlords. So far the crofters were con- 
cerned it appeared from the Report that 
the purchase price, in the very first case 
mentioned, was £67,107, and the annual 
payment for fifty years required to repay 
the price was £2,107. 


* Mr. JOHN DEWAR said he did not 
mean the purchase at the present rental, 
but at the old rental. 


Mr.A.GRAHAM MURRAY said he was | 


not in a position to say precisely what 


number of years purchase was paid to | 


the landlord in the case of Barra, because 
he did not know. As a matter they could 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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not arrive at the number of years pur- 































chase, for this reason. The ground that § w: 
had been taken was ground on a sheep @ an 
farm. Hon. Members would know, even J re 
if they had only the modified experience 
of the hon. Member for Inverness, that 
first, they had to break the lease if they 
wanted to get immediate possession of 9. 
the land; and second, they had that 9% 
dreadful question of taking over the 
sheep stock to take into consideration. 
It would be absolutely impossible to 
saddle the crofters with the sheep stock 
in the same way in which they saddled §" 
an incoming tenant who was taking the | 
sheep stock over at a valuation, or the A 
landlord who was taking ever his out. , 
going tenant's sheep stock. In either of a 
these cases the price paid represented 
much above the real value of the shee 
stock. Part of the way in which some fq” 
of the money of the Congested Districts 
Board had been expended was really j 
dropping a certain amount of money, 
which represented the difference betwee = 
the value of the stock so handed over to @ 2 
the crofter—the real market price— or 
and the price they had to pay unde: Mid 
the sheep stock valuation. As heg*™ 
understoed it, the view of the hong" 
Member was that there was to beg 
twenty-eight vears purchase to the land-§ 2 
lord by the Congested Districts Board.g 2% 
He would be perfectly frank with the Com = 
mittee, and say that he did not, as bl 
matter of fact, know the actual amounig2 ¢ 
paid to the landlord; but he quit d¢ 
understood now that what the ho pe 
Member referred to was what was paidfJ™s 
to the landlord for the naked land. Hej 
| really would put it to the hon. Membe1 nink 
whether it would be a good thing, eveng'2*t 
if he knew, that he should state thong 
amount to the Committee. If the hong’ ¥ 
Member himself wanted to know, he eopl 
would, of course, be very glad to tell lout 


I 





him. More than that, if the Committe 
| insisted on knowing, he did not know thaq 
‘he should have any right to withhol 
the information ; but he was perfectl 
leertain that in that matter the Com 
mittee had the real object of the Con 
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€ fa 
heal \ 
had | 


etter 













ripe : . the 

gested Districts Board and their operatio le 

. mb 
jat heart, and there was no more unio |, 

ather 





'tunate thing, than to let the price out 
|a settlement of that sort; because 1 
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became practically the minimum pricell a 1 


any other settlement afterwards. h Soy 
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a timagine the hon. Member he had 

eally a ay experience ¢ the business of buving 

ae nds it x | na i rf know ingt it Ww Mut 4 ( 
on, ad was true. He should have thought, 

bari pr instance, that the hon. wana r tol 
under Mid. Lanark knew well enough, that 
As he 8 regarded any persons who uad to buy 
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last thing in 
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he land- hould be circulated. He could no 
Board.g ive the Committe the price at present. 
he Con iter all, it was money spent by a 
ot, as ag hblic body, and there was nothing 
amount. the world that that Board wanted 
fe quite conceal or was ashamed ol. He 
he hon ped, however, that before the demand 
was paid ras. put m such a Way that it could 
nd. Heg et be refused, hon. Members would 
Member tink once, twice and thrice as to 
‘ng, eveng'uether they were really doing the 
tate theg'ongested Districts Board any good, 
the hongf’ Whether they would be only he ‘Iping 
now, hegeple in various places to open their 
d to telgpouths too wide. 


The hon. Member next s oke about 
bouth Uist. He need notenter fully into 
he facts of the matter, because a creat 
eal was disclosed in the letter which 
had been printed at length, and in the 


ommitte 
snow tha 
withhol 
pel fectly 
the Com 


— 


the Congtter written by his noble friend to 
eration he hon. Member himself. The hon. 
8) « . e 

I lember seemed to be sages to be 


re unfor 


° bee Cal 
‘ice out 


ather apprehensive, ise of the con- 
luding paragraph in that letter, which 
hdicated, as he thought, that it would 
m priceife a mistake to attempt the experiment 


ds. h South Uist, so soon after the work 
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nelghbour- 
not think 


which had been done in the 


by “ee . 
ing island of Barra. tle cid 


iS 


iis hon. iriend need be too appre 
hensive, beeause he did not think that 
they would have to wait ior thirty or 
forty years to see whether the work 
turned out to be suevesstful, although 
they might have to wait a ew vears. 
lhe hon. Member should remember, in 
view of what he had told him about the 
mount of money at the disposal of the 





Congested Districts Board, and the fact 
hat they had other large transactions in 
hand, and they could not. of course, 
lstribute all their favours at on e and 
in one exaet proportion. But the hon. 
\lerml er sho tld be in cood i ts. His 
own constituency was a wide one, and 
contained mai Vv congest ed districts : and 
there was, therefore, a good clian of 
some of the other transactions being in 
that constit lency. There was another 
matter which he wished to deal with 
very lightly, but, merely, by way of 
comparison. There was he thought a 


‘too much In South Uist of threats. 
w. if there was a bad way of helping 


he oper itions of the Congested Districts 
Board it was by threatening to break 
the law. Those remarks, he hoped, the 
hon. Member would understand had no 
reierence to him, On the contrary, the 
hon. Member had always been of great 

vice to his noble friend; and he was 

ry glad to give public tesiimony to 
the fact that the hon. Gentleman had 
tried to persuade the people to take an 

‘tly opposite course. But in spite of 
that, sometimes other people had not 


He would take 
good instance of what might be 


n quite so successful. 
Ll very 


d 


tone bv pussing to the next item to 
hich the hon. Member referred. The 
hon. Member asked him to tell him 
wane was being done in reference to 
potato patches in South Uist. Nothing 
a be done this tag but as the hon. 
Member knew, there again the people 


at one tlie were shensten ‘ning to take the 
land forcibly, and they only desisted on 
eetting a telegram which sent 
personally by his noble friend persuading 
them to desist, and assuring them that 
was the best way to succeed. 
glad to say the people took 
ond! s advice, and they sent a telegram 
that in consequence of that 
personal telegram from the Secretary 
282 


Was 


He was 
his noble 


saying 
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for Scotland, they had given up/a lawyer. He thought it would not * 
the idea of forcibly taking the land. be possible, seeing the large powers of § the 
Since then, through negotiations with the Commission, and the amount of J fr 
the proprietor, he was in a position to interpretation that was required, to J hav 
state that they hoped to be able, by run the Crofters’ Commission without § pre 
certain powers the proprietor had, to a lawyer. The other two gentlemen § ‘en 


provide those people with potato patches 
next year. That would be done in 
time for them to put in their potatoes 
after they came back from fishing at 
the end of the year, and there was no 
further reason for putting their threats 
into force. 

Then as to the hon. Gentleman’s 
general view, the hon. Gentleman 
really put his Question in order to call 
attention to a matter they had often 
argued before, namely, the fact that 
the Congested Districts Board did not 
have compulsory powers. He did not 
think that it at all followed that if they 
had compulsory powers they would get 
land any cheaper. The hon. Member 


seemed to think that land should be 
bought at less than twenty-eight years 


purchase; but the complaint had often 
been heard in this House and elsewhere 
that when a body had compulsory powers 
they had to pay through the nose. It 
might be possible, of course, by some 
form of clause to exclude a compulsory 
allowance altogether, but Parliament 
had never done it yet in the case of 
taking private property. The only case 
was where there was an investment with 
a security, and where it was proposed 
to give a better security, and there, of 
course, there was no particular reason 
for a compulsory allowance. Obviously, 
the whole consideration on which com- 
pulsory allowances were based on the 
purchase of land depended on other 
considerations. The hon. Member went 
on to say that he thought an improve- 
ment might be made in the constitution 
of the Board; and he not obscurely 
indicated that he thought it would be 
a good plan if they were to transfer 
the work of the Congested Districts 
Board to the Crofters’ Commission. He 
would like the hon. Member to consider 
what that really meant. What was the 
Croiters' Commission! He was not 
saying anything against its personnel. 
The chairman was a lawyer. He 
thought it would be difficult to get 
a better chairman; and it would be 
agreed that the chairman should be 


Mr, A, Graham Murray. 


were what he might call call crack § the 


agriculturists. Boa 
was 

Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I would J po 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that Jt « 


there is a Vote for the Crofters’ Com- J done 
mission. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said he be re 
was not going to discuss the Crofters’ J cour: 
Commission. If the hon. Member had J what 
been called to order, he would not have 94 
followed him; but the hon. Member § again 
suggested that the work of the Con- 
gested Districts Board would be better 
done by the Crofters’ Commission. 
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Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I thought 
that the right hon. Gentleman was 
going into the details of the Crofters’ 
Commission. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said 
he only wished to point out that the 
members of the Crofters’ Commission 
were necessarily, to speak, paid 
servants. The Congested Districts 
Board was a body for which his noble 
friend was directly responsible ; and if 
the hon. Gentleman were as long in 
the House as some of them, he would 
remember the objections which were 
constantly brought against the number 
of Scottish Boards, without any Parlia- 
mentary heads, and, therefore, a law 
unto themselves to a great extent. That 
was greatly altered by the doing away 
of the Board of Supervision, and the 
creation of the Local Government 
Board, with the Secretary for Scot- 
land, as its Parliamentary head. By 
that means hon. Members got the 
power of criticism they were now 
now exercising. If they had the Crofters 
Commission, however, they would be 
almost a law unto themselves; and he 
could not see how their policy could be 
very well controlled. At present, it was 
a perfectly different thing, as they were 
merely a judicial body with no policy tof 
control; but he thought hon. Member: 
would see that probably if the powers 0 
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the Congested Districts Board were trans- 
ferred to a body of that sort, they would 
have less Parliamentary control than at 
present. He understood that the hon. 
Gentleman was not objecting at all to 
the personnel of the Congested Districts 
Board. At present the modus operandi 
ras to get a local report from a local 
reporter, which was sent to the Board to 
be decided. The work could only be 
Jone in that way, or by appointing a 
highly paid secretary, who would not con- 
ine himself to secretarial work, but would 
be really an inspector also. If the latter 
wurse were taken, the secretary, or 
whatever he might be called, would 
dominate the whole concern, and, there 
again, he could not help thinking 
that there would be, in the long run, 
iar less of that control which the Com- 
nittee wanted than under the present 
ystem. The hon. Member for Orkney 
and Shetland had complained that the 
wrk of the Congested Districts Board 
mis a great deal trammelled by red 
tapeism and officialism. He should have 
thought no Board had less red tapeism 
about it than this. When the hon. 
‘entleman came to particulars, his com- 
jlaint was that the Congested Districts 
loard would not erect certain works 
tuless maintenance was provided. The 
prticular instance the hon. Gentleman 
ld taken, the case of these two small 
sands which wanted a bridge, might be 
ahard case in itself, and very likely 
ws, but in this matter, there was a 
gneral principle which could not be 
aroided. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON said he 
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tade no remark with regard to the 
tection of any bridge. He complained 
{ thecase of a small bay, the entrance to 
‘hich had been blocked by an earth- 
wake wave. It was not a thing that 
as likely to occur again, and he thought 
hat was a case where the work of clear- 
gthe bay might be undertaken with- 
ut the question of maintenance arising. | 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said if 
he particular thing which had happened | 
ras of a kind which would probably | 
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be very glad to forward any recommenda- 
tions the hon. Gentleman would make 
upon the subject. But, generally speak- 
ing, it was impossible for the Congested 
Districts Board to put up any works, un- 
less maintenance was provided by the 
locality. The other complaint of the hon. 
Member had reference to the decision as to 
what might and what might not be 
done by the crofter. In his opinion the 
hon. Gentleman had read that decision a 
great deal further than it was intended 
togo. He himself did not look at the 
decision as relating to the crofter at all. 
It related more to the law of landlord 
and tenant. lt had long been settled in 
the law of Scotland, and he believed in 
the law of England also, that a holding 
could not be converted. A man could 
not take a farm and turn it into a dis- 
tillery or put up a factory upon it. The 
matter of which the hon. Member com- 
plained was put into a sentence in the 
decision. The judgment said ‘he was 
not entitled to turn his croft into a fish- 
curing station.” That, of course, was 
absolutely converting the holding, and 
that was held not to be legal, but to draw 
from that theterrible conclusions which 
the hon. Member had drawn, that the 
Act would prevent a crofter’s daughter 
knitting a stocking and selling it off the 
croft, was really carrying that decision a 
good deal further than it was ever in- 
tended to go. The hon. Member for West 
Aberdeenshire had drawn attention to no 
special point, but had appeared to 
advocate the extension of crofter hold- 
ings in other parts of Scotland. The 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark had called 
attention to the form of the Congested 
Districts Board’s accounts, admitting that 
they were in the form approved by the 
Treasury, and that there was nothing, 
therefore, to complain of. With regard 
to giving the particulars asked for by 
the hon. Member, he wonld call the hon. 
Gentleman’s attention to the appendices, 
and particularly to appendix 8, which did 
give a great deal of the information asked 
for, which‘{was a general review of what 


engagements the Congested Districts 


Board was under, and how the money 
was being paid. He thought the same 
kind of information as the hon. 


‘ver recur, the Board might take Gentleman required was given on page 


wers offasures to put the matter right. If it | xv of the report, Roman numerals ; there 


as clearly a case of that kind, he would | 


under the heading ‘‘ Works” was stated 
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further the general grants made during 
tn] 2 


the three 
with his 
Scotland, 
gestion 


years. He could only say that 
noble friend the Secretary tor 
he would consider the sue- 
that had been made by the hon. 
Member. He quite saw what the hon. 
Membr wanted. Though the 
in the proper form approved of the 
the hon. Member thought 
there should be more information given 


> 


accounts 
were 
Treasury, 


as to the precise wayin which the money 
Was coming in 
In fact, an account showing the 
progress of business 
would certainly bring the 
notice of the Congested 
and see what couid be 
Member 


and how it was spent. 
ne¢ ral 
to speak. He 
matter to the 
Districts Board 
done. ‘| Lhe 
ness had contined his 
remarks to the compulsory powers which 


so 


hon. 


for Caith 


he had already dealt with. Then came 
the hon. Members for Wieck Burghs and 
Ross-shire. Then the quiet afternoon 


was suddenly the tumuli 


which was 


enlivened by 


of a creat controversy 


50 


admirably dealt with on both sides that 
he did not feel inclined to risk his skin 
by embarking in the discussion upon 
deer forests. But the hon. Member for 
Ross-shire went on to say one or two 
other things. In particular he had 
ventilated the old grievance of the Lord 
Advocate standing at the Box, instead 


of the Secretary 
afraid he was get 


tor Scotland. lle was 
ting a little ensehardened 


with regard to this erievance although 
the hon. Member had invented a few 
new epithets on this oecasion. When 


Member he 

the musician in 
West who wore a 

is head which said, ** Do 
not shoot the musician he is trying to 
do his Had the hon. 
been in the House earlier in the evening, 
however, he would have heard the hon. 
Member for Inverness-shire compliment 


he listened to the hon. 
g ‘. oe | m . ° 7 

toreywly reminded 
the American 
placard over h 


yas 


ot 


hest.” 


the noble Lord the Secretary for Seot- 
land upon the satisfaction which his 
visit to the West had given. He had 


now, he believed, dealt with all the points 
whieh had been drawn to his atte ‘aaa 
except that of the hon. Member for 
Sutherlandshire who spoke of the 
pauperising tendency of the interference 


of the Board of Trade. It was impossible 
to dispense with the interference 
of the Board of Trade, because of the 
powers which had been given to it 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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thought there was a 

latitude should be 
given and harbour should be 
made he would bring the hon. Member's 
views before the Board if he would state 
them on paper. 


round 
to 
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LNApossl 
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where a 


(5.26.) Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) joined in complaining of the 
secrecy observed by the Congested Districts 
Board with regard to its transactions, and 
he protested against the doctrine set up 
v the right hon. Gentleman. — It was the 
duty 
ascertain in a public fashion, what were 
the terms and conditions on which land 
was bought in Scotland with _ public 
money, A suggestion had been made that 
the portion of land referred to had been 
bought at twenty-eight years — se of 
He co uld hardly credit 
use the land in this 
unfortunate part of Scotland was taxed 
at than 10s. in the £. The 
result would be that the landlord would 
have secured out of public funds irom 
the Congested Districts Board an amount 
equivalent to fifty-six years purchase at 
the net rental the » hon. 
Member for Inverness-shire very 
properly brought this matter forward, and 


the gross rental. 
that suggestion, beca 


ho less 





for croit,. 


had 


the Committee was indebted to him for 
so doing. The very fact that such a 
meron existed and that it should be 


met hy the excuse for the cont nuance of 


secrecy In these nsactions was Un- 
fortunate. It was a desirable that in 
any further report issued by the Con- 


gested Districts B oard there ‘should be 
complete and perfect ly honest statement 
ot whole facts of the position. 
Then there was the question of what the 
Board was doing with its money. Year 
after year it Parliament and 


] 
the 


came be fore 
it was only spending af 
certain portion of its in come. That in- 
come ainounted to £35,000 a ye: ar, and 
yet notwithstanc Pete short period of 
its existence it had actually in pocket 
£71,000. These figures showed that it 
was Moving very slowly indeed, and tlie 
Hiehland popula ition were entitled to 
ask to have infused into the action of 
the Board a_ little more energy, 
especially in the direction without which 
all vain, Viz. 


coniessed that 


its efforts would be in 
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that of acquiring for a_ reasonable 
price more land for the people. When he 
contrasted the operations of the Crofters’ 
Commission, its business aptitude, its 
visitation of the localities, and its complete 
knowledge of the population, with those 
of the Congested Districts Board—a Board 
not resident together, which apparently 
eted together only by minute, whose 
place Of meeting was as convenient in 
London as anywhere e]se, it seemed to 
m that the I | might very well make 
ts exit from public hte, and transer its 
finetions, assets, and duties to the Crofters 


LOMMIsston. 


oarad mis 





he Lord Advocate appeared 
to think it a good thing that it appointed 














man to visit the spot. it would be a 
much better thing if it visited the spot 
el \ curious confirmation of the 

vito the Crotte Commission would 
ea proper body to which to transfer 
hese duties was supplied by the fact that 
i Convested Districts Board had _ itself 
gain and agatl nade remits for the 
midance ot » Crofters’ Commission 


hat be to visit the locality and 





report. Only last year an 
\, horate report was Wn hed by the 
t Commission for the information 


Districts Board, in 
rler that the latter might apply its mind 





that nnon which the former body had 
eported. The process was very circuitous, 
1 al suggestion ee tape’ were 
erfect ustitied. Sonth Uist afforded 
ninstance of how the Board dealt with a 
niatt The poverty of the population 
sappalling, the kelp industry had gone, 
nd the The 
ion, had 
pproi ed that 
on 

shown and something done to enable 
the se p opl to: pPpease the lan | hunger 
which was natural in their breast, and 
which, if appeased, wonld produce a means 


ot inde; ndent existence. In reply, the 
Secretary for Scotland had written a most 
admirable letter, but one in which he 
seemed to commit himself to a proposition 
oi serious importance to the whole of the 
West Highlands. The noble lord said 
they were making an experiment in Barra 
-which he looked upon as an enormous 
business, though it was nothing of the 
sort, being merely an investment of 
£9,000 in land—and they must wait until 
they saw how that experiment turned out 
before they did anything for South Uist. 
It was out of the question that they 
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should vote £35,000 a year to a Board 
which, having to face a situation so crucial, 
would not actively address themselves to 
it on its own merits without considering 
the result of a somewhat unfortunate 
speculation in another quarter of Scotland. 

He could pay every possible compliment 
to the Board with regard to the minor 
departinents of their administration, but 
all that work went for nothing in the face 
of the big question of how to get these 
people on to the land. There were various 
remedies to be suggested. He quite 
admitted that the Board was trammelled 
by the conditions of its appointment, but 
the Lord Advocate would not deny that 
even before its creation, it was stated as 
strongly as possible that the Board would 
be of no substantial value to Scotland 
unless it had compulsory powers to acquire 
land. But what compulsory powers were 
required ? When the Crofters Act was 
passed in 1886, power was given to carve 
out of adjacent land additions to the 
holdings of existing crofters. That power 
was subject to considerable restrictions, 
and the Crofters Commission had not 
proceeded a couple of years before they 
discovered that the conditions in the Act 
of 1886 were rendered absolutely nugatory 
by the proviso that land should not be 
deemed available for the purposes 
of the Act unless it lay contiguous 
ornear to land already in the occupancy 
ot the crofter. There were also other 
conditions, so that it was impossible to 
get more land for the crofters. When it 
wis found that the condition as to deer 
forests prevented land being secured, a 
Commission was appointed to meet the 
argument that there was no such land 
in Scotland. ‘The Commission discovered 
that there were nearly 2,000,000 acres 
of land available for additions to croits. 
Atter that, the case for taking compul- 
sorily land which proved to be suitaile 
and available tor this pu~poxe became 
absolutely conclusive, «and yet the 
Government formed this Board, set it 
up with all its machinery. without giving 
it this elementary power. There was 
something absolutely pitiable in the 
state of the crofter in view of this long- 
delayed alleviation of his lot. He had 
profited immensely by the Crofters Act 
of 1886 ; he had transformed large parts 
of Scotland from wilderness into gardens. 
Now when they found other places where 
these splendid effects were not being 
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produced, they wished to enable them 
to be produced by removing the restric- 
tion to which he had referred. What 
was required? First and foremost, com- 
pulsory power to deal with territory— 
deer forests and the like—and to declare 
that these deer forest owners or the 
tenants should be dispossessed. He knew 
of no better purpose to which the ac- 
cumulated fundsin the hands of the Con- 
gested Districts Board could be applied 
than that of paying existing tenants for 
any loss of interest in their holdings or 
the deer forest owners for any damage to 
their forest, so that they could cut and 
earve that part of Scotland in such a 
way that it would be possible to make 
from a congested district a contented 
land-owning class of the best kind. This 
question had been raised in rather an 
acute form by the hon. Member for 
Orkney and Shetland. He had referred 
to the decision in the case of a crofter’s 
holding. He would tell the Committee 
what was the situation of the crofter 
under that decision. It was that the 
erofter might cultivate his land, and he 
might build a sty, a barn, or the like 
upon it, but if any of his children were 
found fishing in the sea he and they, 
under the law, would be liable to lose 
their status as crofters if they put up a 
fisherman’s hut. If a blacksmith, having 
been a crofter, put up a smithy upon 
his holding he was a crofter no longer. 
If a little merchant put an annex toa 
grocer’s shop he was a grocer and a 
erofter no longer. He should like to 
know what would become of all their 
little Highland villages under this law. 
These people must help each other by 
following such small industries as fishing 
and that of blacksmiths, and why should 
they be lowered in their status by a legal 
decision of this kind. He accepted the 
decision, and he supposed it was law, 
but why did the Government not alter 


Supply—Civil 


it? It seemed to him to be a very 
simple case for introducing a little 
measure which would remove this 
absurdity. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must 
remind the hon. Member that it will not 
be in order to discuss fresh legislation. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said he would 
not pursue that matter further. Among 
Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


{COMMONS} 
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the conditions for transferring land there 
was one in regard to the man to whom 
the land was to be transferred under the 
Congested Districts Board, and who was 
on the way to become a peasant pro- 
prietor, to the effect that his heir was to 
be selected for him by the Congested 
Districts Board, and if they did not like 
the man suggested as heir they would 
have another. ‘Those were the kind of 
red tape restrictions in the ad minist ration 
of this Board. There was only one 
remedy. He saw great difficulty in 
enabling whole districts to combine as 
was suggested in the report. ‘The great 
secret of this difficulty was to carve up 
broad territories of suitable land and so 
provide that there would be a migration 
not of people in joint ownership but of 
individuals who would be able on their 
own little crofts to work out their liveli- 
hood. He could conceive of no greater 
ambition than that of alleviating the lot 
of these people whose character was of 
the best. These men had served the 
State well by land and by sea, and they 
had rendered the country the highest 
service that could be measured. During 
the recent war they had always 
been found at the forefront, and 
why they should be left in this state 
of chronic misery simply because this 
strong Government would not apply 
the spur to the Commission, he could 
not understand. That was a deplorable 
state of things, and he hoped that in 
future they would have a fuller report 
every year of every transaction in regard 
to purchase of land. 


*(5.50.) Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gates- 
head) said he should like to say a word for 
his native country. He had heard this 
debate in connection with what had 
been said of the condition of the dwellers 
in the West Highlands. He knew the 
Highlands pretty well, for he had 
travelled many miles on the West Coast 
and in the Midlands, and he had seen 
the misery of these people. He had 
seen them living on shell fish gathered 
from the beach, and had witnessed their 
poverty. He was surprised to see a 
Scotsman representing the Government, 
who ought to be proud of his country, 
standing up in such a weak fashion and 
defending the poverty-stricken position 
of these people. The whole of this 
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debate appeared to turn on one pe | *Mr. WEIR said that he wished to 
The Congested Districts Board were! protest most strongly against the Con- 
voted every year money for the ameli-| gested Districts Board having such 
oration of the condition of these poor | large sums of money unexpended. Last 
inthe West of Scotland, and the ques- | year the unexpended balance was £61,000 
tion which the Lord Advocate had got | and this year the amount was £71,700, 
to answer was, “‘Why was that money | and he wishedto know why that money 
not spent for this purpose?’’ Could the| had not been expended. The Lord 
tight hon. Gentleman point to one | Advocate had told them that there was 
single case in which the Congested | some project in view to spend £40,000, 
Districts Board had rightly and fairly | but they had been told every year almost 
relieved the condition of the people in| that such projects were in view. They 
the West Highlands? In certain parts| ought to spend the money and get rid 
of Scotland the people cried out for a! of it for the purposes for which it was 
bit more land, and why did they not | intended, namely to extend the holdings 
give it to them. | of crofters and to encourage the migration 
When they saw the miserable con-| of crofters and cottars from the con- 
dition of these poor people, who were | gested areas. It was very hard that 
the descendants of the men who in the | this large sum of money should 
past had fought our battles in the High- be lying idle. The amount had been 
land regiments, no wonder they could | increased _by £10,000 since last year, 
not get Highlanders to join their regi- 'and this, in face of the fact that many 
ments. The other day, on the Thames|0f the people were in a state of 
Embankment, he saw a man in the Starvation. The line fishing industry 
kilt, and his heart leapt out to him. | had been ruined, and although the 
He cried, ‘‘Whaur are ye frae?” The | Government promised to do so much, 
man looked at him in astonishment, and| they had done precious little. It 
said, “‘Wot d’ye sye, sir?” A second| Was no settlement of this question 
“Whaur are. ye ’ frae,” eliciting no simply to make the croiters leaseholders. 
answer, he asked, ‘Where are you) There was a good deal of sham about the 
from?”’ “Oh,” said the man, ‘| Congested Districts Board, and it was 
am trom Wapping.” He replied, se Then not doing the work which it was intended 
what do you want with a kilt on?” | to do. It was the duty of the Govern- 
Such were the men we were getting | menttorealise whatthe people needed and 
now, because we did not do our| to legislate accordingly, and they ought 
duty by the poor Highlanders, and | to take such steps as would give the people 
stood by while they were forced | noexcuse for taking the law intotheir own 
to go to the Glasgow slums for work. | hands. ' In past years there had been 
Why did they allow those poor people | "° legislation on the land question 
to live in that miserable condition ?| until the law was broken. It was not 
Money was voted to alter this, and why creditable to any Government that 
did the Government not do it 2 Simply such a course should be encouraged. 
because there were no compulsory This Government encouraged that sort 
powers. He thought the old couplet-— | of thing by their laxity and by holding 
* Remsemsheer this is fecedem’s teben this large sumof money in their possession 
Good laws are based on bad laws broken ” instead of spending it in a way which 
would prevent discontent. His complaint 
had seen the hut of a widow, four yards | ¥@S that although the Act was passed to 
by five, the rent of which was £1 a year, | *sist the migration of croftersandcottars, 
and the hut had been built ky her" hus- the money voted by Parliament had been 
band. He considered that it was absolute | 2PPlied to other purposes. The sooner 
tyranny to take £1 a year for a hut like the composition of the Congested Districts 
that. He called upon the Lord Advocate Board was altered the better it would 
to tell the Committee why he allowed be for the people of the Highlands. It 
his countrymen in the West Highlands would be infinitely better if this matter 
were left in the hands of the Crofter 


untold, when he had got the money to Commission, They had visited the 





—was appropriate in this connection. He 


alleviate their condition. districts to see the state of things for 











1171 Supply— Civil 
themselves and they knew what was 
required. [le sincerely trusted the Lord 
Advocate would consult the Secretary for 
Scotland and endeavour to get this 
money disposed of for the purposes for 
which it was intended. 


(6.15.) Mr. TENNANT (Berwick- 
shire) said there seemed to him to be 
good reasons for pressing the right 
hon. Gentleman to give some explana- 
tion why this £71,000 voted by 
liament remained unexpended. The 
right hon. Gentleman did not seem to give 
any adequate reason for spending this 
very large sum of money, and he resented 
voting sum year by year unless 
something was going to be done with it. 
They had ‘this large sum of money on the 
one hand, and a considerable population 
of poor people anxious to be settled on 
the oo iupon the other hand. Appar-* 
ently the V had got ev ry facility for im- 


proving the condition of these poor 


Par- 


r SO large a 


people, and vet nothing was done. It 
was a great pity that there should be 


this outcry against the deer forests, but 


it was due sim piy to the fact that 
or nothing had been done ior these por r 
lle thought this outery against 

would 


Sumi Of Mohicy 


litle 


eroiters 
sport i nd 


soon subside ii 


gainst deer forests 
this large 
Was devoled to extending the holdings 
of these poor people. There were many 
thousand acres of landi in Scotland which 


might very wel be used for the purpose 


of settling croiters Wpen it. tle couid 
not help thinking that this money should 
be utilised for the nurpose o! settling 
crofters on the land: and unless they 
got a better answer from the Lord 


i 
had vet received, he 


te against this Vote 


Advocate than t hey 
felt inclined to vi 


*Mnr. CAMERON (Durham, Hough 
ton le-Si ring) { ‘id he had often felt in 
the House as if he had not the courage 
to stand up and speak when he ought 
to have spoken. On this occasion, how- 


ever, he could not restrain himself, 
because he was a Highlander. The first 
twenty vears of his lite he had spent 1 
the Highlands, and he ought to know 
the Highlanders, seeing that his father 
was a Cemeten. and his mother a 
MacGregor, and perhaps he was the only 
Member in the House who spoke the 
Mr. Mi viv. 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 


1172 


Gaelic tongue. He honoured and re- 
spected the Lord Advocate highly, be- 


cause he was industrious, energetic, 
and fair; but his Lordship belonged 


to a party, and was a representative 
of the elass in the Highlands which 
had been the cause of all the misery 


of the Highland people. That might 
appear a very strong expression; but 
they must remember that after the 
battle of Culloden the economic con- 
dition of the Highlands was entirely 
changed, Instead of the “. patri rchal 
government of the clans by the chicis, 


who Bove srned their clansmen as a father 
governed his children, there was intro- 
duced the Feudal system. That, he 
considered. was the iuest disastrous thing 
that had ever happened to the J] igh- 
lands. He admitted that there had 
been overcrowding in some parts, and 
that emigration was necessary, but he 
——— lat there wasa moral rightto e ict 
the ] p ants at the will of the landlord, 
oumand the latte sandad deer lorests and 

It was pertectly clear 
that the reason for that was that the land- 
lord found it more profitabie to have deer 
Snag to have 





grouse preserves, 


iorests and grou: e preserve 


sheep farms or crofts. The landlords 
’ } #1 ] 

could easily collect the rents of the deer 

forests and erouse moors from the nev 

Class ot sp rtsmen W ho Cai nto the 

ee . 

Highlands, while sheep fermers and 


sometimes burdensome to 
asonol a ministe # theG onl 
who had been practically evieted ane nes his 
had been sent to Canada, while he 
himself came to Ey 
times said that it was a good thing that 
the Hig 
; hiands. To a certain exten 
true. He had met one of them in (¢ 
who said to him 

‘T thank God I was driven away frem my 
native Highlands by a certain Lord for break- 
ing the game laws.” 


croiters were 
him. Hewas 


pe oye 


‘land. It was some- 





hlanders had been s out of the 


that was 


‘anada 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said that 
‘man must connect his remark 
with the Vote before the Committee. 





hon. Gentk 


*Nin. CAMERON said he wished to 
show why there were congested districts, 
and the nece ssity fora Cong sted Districts 
Board. This man he referred to had been 

companion of his own; he knew his 
history ; and he could not help contrast ing 


his present condition with that when he 








res 


fri 


wo 
is! 
the 


ry) 
gal 


thi 


the 
Was 


ada 


my 
“ak- 





to 
Cos, 


een 
his 
ing 


he 











1173 Supply—Civil 
resided in a cot in the Highlands. His 
friend said— 

‘*T now have a farm of my own of 200 acres. 
I could not get that in the old country. I 
worked it out of the forest, and my holding 
is now worth £2,000. I have no landlord, for 
the land is my own, and we have no game laws.” 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said the 
game laws could not be discussed under 
this Vote. 


*Mr. CAMERON said he respected the 
ruling of the Deputy Chairman, but he 
hoped that he might have a little latitude, 
for he felt very strongly on this question. 
He knew 
these congested districts. The 
which they lived 
that many hon. Gentlemen in the House 
would not keep their dogs in them. They 
consisted of a little ‘] With 


Hittie 
division which 


how poor the people were in 
houses m 


ae 
were so wretched 


rut and ben,” 


a Wor wlen 


separi ted the 


occupants from the cattle, with miserable 


furnishing. The income of these poer 
people was miserably smell, and it) was 
stranve how they endured the lif they 
were compelled to live. He often 
thought that the Hie rs had lost 


their old spirit, and he wished that they 


had a foree behind them in this 


and that every Scotsman in the Hou 
would combine to do them some iis 1 
Why ie tieyv not brit Ui levanees 
ottener before the Hoeuss ! Iris} 
Members did? He wi mazed wher 
he thouel of what these Highland 
We in the past and what tl 
were how H a Wie? | pe Ie \ 
well that fifty vea 0 wer 
nnie pe Santry, hor rel sy I 
ing their own Gaelic toneue, loving tl 
mountains and their lax ind hay 

a iD S101 ror thelr Matis vte! 

seeme to him s ange hat they cot Ie 
hot keep that Sp il population 
amore heir own mountains. Phe 
had heard that t Hiehland ‘coTments 


were hot now composed f Highlander 


and it was asked why it was that the 
Highlanders did no. now enlist. Pha 
question had been raised by the Duk 
of Argyll at a meeting Jately, and he had 


got up mat said, perk ips too wa ‘miv 


“There are no Highlanders now, because 4 
have driven them away, and the few that are 
left are not looked ter vou prefer large deer 


forests 


to men, and the few that are left are 
allowed to starve.” 

He felt that England and the 
British Empire should consider 


great 


these 
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people. Who had been so famous in the 
army, who had done such gallant deeds 
to maintain the Empire when India was 
in rebellion, as the Highlanders? Where 
there was a desperate retreat to cover, 
or «a forlorn hope to lead, the High- 
landers were called upon, and they re 
sponded with heroic alacrity. Now they 
had been evicted from their homes, 
or neglected and allowed to starve. 
As a Highlander he could teil of the 
sorrowful condition and the poverty 
of the people in the congested districts. 
If good landlords could be guaranteed 
their might be prosperity; but if that 
could not be guaranteed, then the next 
best thing would be State to 
buy cut the landlords and establish the 
people on the fand. There should be 
compulsory purchase; and in time there 
would Highlands 
a great and hardy population, providing 
the army with soldiers of the same 
stamp as had such glory in the 


eninsula, in India, and in the Crimea. 


, 
ior tue 


be once again in the 
j 


won 
D 
A 


WASON said 
lighlands 


erations could not be 


Mr. CATHCART 
that in some parts of the 
blest o7 


carried on, such as blacksmithing and 


LHe iit 


nenterims, He Kuew Oi a ecroit 


on for sixty vears by three generations 
the same family. Vhe crofter was 
th itened | ti landlord with an 


| did not 


whieh his father and 


shut up thy 


erandfather had carried on before him. 
had said that the 


are rds had only exercised their rights 


Vhe Lord Advoeate 
at Common Law: but the Legislature 
Law before 


induced 


had aitered the Cominon 
my. and possibly it might be 


“e@ain 


(6.28.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said 
they had al interest and 
» the touchingandimpassioned 
k hon. Member for 
Houghton-le-Spring. He was sure many 
{ them would with the hon. 
Gentleman in thinking that it was a 
great misfortune that in the early part 
century, and even before that 
law allowed the landlord to 
exercise their powers of evicting tyran- 
nieally and with disastrous results. lj 
it was too late to remedy what had been 
done then, at any rate they ought te 


istened with 
SVinpatavi 
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peech made by the 


agree 


of last 


: 1 
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make the best they could of the remedial 
legislation passed in our own day. He 
repeated the request put forward by 
the hon. and learned Member for 
Hawick Burghs that fuller information 
should be given to the Committee in 
regard to what the Congested Districts 
Board had done in the way of purchase 
of estates, with a view of selling them 
to crofters in fair-sized holdings. The 
figures contained in the Report did 
not enable them to understand the prices 
which were being paid for the estates. 
There was an interesting letter in the 
Report which referred to the experi- 
ment made in the island of Barra. 
Until they had the figures they could not 
say whether this experiment had been 
conducted on proper lines; they did not 
know whether the rents charged were 
right, or whether the purchases were 
proper purchases. This report did not 
show. He thought the Lord Advocate 
should give further particulars, and that, 
without asking them to wait for the 
next report, a supplementary Paper 
might be issued, 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said he 
really did not think the last request of 
the right hon. Gentleman was one which 
demanded the consideration which had 
been asked for it. He had promised he 
would give consideration to the request 
for the publication of all the accounts 
and particulars, but the promise could 
only be made with a view to the 
account included in the Vote in 
another year. Although the debate 
began at a very low level it had risen to 
the heights of rhetoric and fervour. 
The hon. Member spoke of the circum- 
stances under which his own family had 
parted from the land, but that departure 
had not been due to the deer forests. 
He felt bound to put in one little protest 
against too much rhetoric in this matter, 
because after all, although it was very 
easy to say things in praise of the 
Highlander, who was beloved of every 
one, that did not solve the question of 
living in what was a very poor country. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
if legislation had been passed early in 
the last century these farms would never 
have been cleared, and that there would 
have been a happy population upon land 


which had long since not known a house | 


Mr. Bryee. 
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upon it. Was the right hon. Gentleman 
sure of that? If he was not he had no 
right to make such a statement. One 
place spoken about was Lewis. That 
was the one place where there had been 
no restrictions and no evictions for deer 
forests, where the proprietor had been 
too kind. The proprietor there had 
never prevented the endless sub-division, 
squatting and building on small holdings 
in utter disregard of economic conditions. 
Therefore, with all the admiration for 
Highlanders, and with all that view of a 
nation’s pride which came so easily to any 
one who was making a speech, it might be 
taken for granted that it would not have 
been better for the economic condition 
of Scotland to have prevented the emi- 
gration which took place early in the 
century. The question into which the 
Committee was inquiring today was 
whether the Congested Districts Board 
had done its work properly. The hon. 
Member for Gateshead had rather 
poetically inquired why the Highlanders 
had been allowed to starve while 
the Board had so much money in its 
pockets. Had the hon. Member read 
the Congested Districts Board Report? If 
he had not he was about as much 
entitled to express an opinion as he (Mr. 
Graham Murray) would be to express 
an opinion upon the merits of watertube 
boilers. The £71,000 to which he 
had referred was really not’ £71,000, 
because £36,000 had already been 
disposed of, and what was left was 
not more than would actually meet 
the purchases now in contemplation. 
He had never known a _ commission 
in whose pockets money burnt 
so furiously. The national character- 
istic of Scotland seemed to have been 
entirely forgotten. He reminded the 
Committee that there were various other 
aspects of the Vote for the Secretary for 
Scotland which hon. Members were 
anxious to discuss, and he_ therefore 
hoped a division would now be taken. 


*Mr. WEIR said although in the Island 
of Lewis there had been no evictions for 
the purpose of creating deer forests, there 
had been wholesale evictions for the pur- 
poses of creating large sheep farms, which 
were afterwards converted into deer 
forests. 


(6.41.) Question put. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 110; Noes, 190. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, KE. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, beige 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Dillon, >" 

Done 9% +a uin A. 

Doo: r. ¢ 

ia. "Sir W ili: im 
Edwards, Frank 
Farquharson, Dr. 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Harmsworth, R. (Leicester) 
Hayne, htt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Kit. Hon. Sir Arthur D, 


Robert 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon, George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh ©. 
Anol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. HonA.J.(Manehr’r | 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Hanbury, Frederic k George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich’] Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
signold, Arthur 

Big woud, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
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AYES. 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch,Sir John GeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir Joseph’. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacPonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘kKillop, W. (Sligo, North) 


| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moooney, John J. 


Morley, Rt. Hn.John(Montrose | 


Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
OBrien, James F. X. (Cork) 
() Brien, Kendal( Tipprary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(Brien, P. J. (Tip »perary, N.) 
(Connor, James( W icl 7 We 
(Donnell, T. (Nerry, W. 

(Y Dowd, John 

’ Kelly,James(Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

’ Mara, James 


NOES. 


Butcher, John George 
ampbell, Rt. Hn.J. A (Glasgow 


‘autiey, Henry Strother 
‘avendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
‘ayzer, Sir Charles William 
‘eeil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore. 
Chamberlayne,T.(S'thampton) | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

‘live, Captain Percy A. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJolhnCharlesReady 
( 

( 


a - . 


~ 


‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
‘orbett, I’. L. (Down, North) 
‘ox, Lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Sakonaiee Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John Kk. D. Wingfield- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


(Division List No 


‘arson, ht. Hon. Sir Edward H. | 
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. 241.) 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
| Pirie, Dunean V. 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
| Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, 'M. 
Redmond, John E.(Watertord) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
2eid Sirkt. Threshie (Dumfries) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
| Roche, John 
| Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheeban, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Tennant, Harold John 
| Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
| Thomas,J A(Glam’rgan,Gower 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Wallace, Robert 
| Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S) 
| Wason, Eugene (C lackmannan 
| White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke ( (York, E. R.) 
Ww hiteley, pa ork, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, ¢ Ysmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Weir and Mr. John 
Dewar. 


Dyke, Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Eliiot, Hon. A. Ralph Dougias 
Fardell, Sir. T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
| Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane? 
| Finch, Geor ge H. 
F inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
| Flower, Ernest 
| Gardner, Ernest 
| Godson, Sir Augustus Frederi ic 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(E ein Nain 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward ' Alfred 
| rm Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 
| 4° 
| Groves, James ( trimble ae 
- Hamilton, RtHn L’rdG(Midd'x 
Hanbury, Rt. HonRbt. William 
| Harris, Frederick Leverton 
| Haslam, Sir Alfred 5. 
| Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
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Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope, J. F.(Shettield, Brightsicd: 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebdb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,R+. Hon. SirdJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leveson-CGower, Frederick N.S 
Loder, Gerald it alter Erskine 
Lone, RtHnW alter (Bristol,s.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, RevinaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconoc hie, A. W . 

M'Iever SirLewis( Edinb rgh W 
M'ixillop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massev-Mainwaring, Hn. W.E. 
Maxwell, RtHnrsSirll E( Wigt'n 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon 
Moon. Edward Robert Pac 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shroy i 
Scoenie Meant JW lth mstow 
Morre?!, George Herbert 


Original Question again proposed. of 


(6.55.) CAPTAIN 


called attention to 


of the Congested Districts bi 
the details 
wv Mid Lanark, and 
accounts of the Con- 
ted Districts Board for Scotland should 


or all of 
Mem rt 


gave most 


by the he ry). 
suggested that the 
gesl 


be dealt with in the 


Mr. LDWELL call 





SINCLAIR (1 


the fact that the report 


same W 


(| attention to | for Mid 


‘COMMONS} 


Morton, \rthurH. A.( Deptford) 

Mouat, William Arthur 

Muntz, Pin lip A. 

Murray. RtHnAGraham( Bate) 

Murray. Charles J.(Coventry) 

Murray.ol. Wyndham (Bath) 

Myers, William Henry 

(Y Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
»wing. Charles Lindsay 

Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

on ase, Herbt. Pike( Darlington 
eel in. Wm. Robt. W ellesle y 

Ptr Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lient-Col. Richard 

Piatt-Higeins, Frederick 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sur Francis Sharp 

Pretyinan, Ernest George 

Pryce Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 

Re — Sir William Henry 

te ta 2oOrsvre 

Henry Charles 

ite as n.Chas. Thomson 

Robertson. Herbert (H: ackney ) 

Ropner, ¢ ‘olonel Robert 

Round, James 

Rassell, T. W 

Sackville, Col. S.G, 


a 





\ 1. 
ut VICK, 


ene 


Stopford- 

adler, Col. Samuel Alexa 
Seely. Maj JE. I. Isleof Wig cht 
t, M. H.| 
‘(N rth’ mb. Tyneside 


nder 


Shaw-Stewat 
Smith, H¢ 


Renfrew) 


forward 
“orfar) | any 


asked for | should be 


arrived at. 


av. Mr. PA 
Partick) 


the position of private Bil Rens ini a 
Scotland, and e pressed the ‘opinion that | | hid 

thre ho be some report with regard | served 

to v was going on in Scotland at the 

present time heeause the Committee 

really had very lit knowledge of what 

was ! on He found under the Pro- idequate. 
visional Order procedure, the burehs of | b 

Sco } optalin wv number. it hu 

of Provisional Order Und ie Seotch |) he did 
Bureh Pol \ct. eve uurel) seemed suflicient. 
o ve a new set of 1 f, should 
according to the trend of opinion fa that | and 
particular burgh. He wished t iow | cloubt, 

w! it provision was made to insure that dered in 


there should be some 
matters. It should not 


uniforn 
be in the power 


thought 
way of 


LiLY Th cliesc 


Service 


individual 
with 
alter: tions they please d ii 


appomtea 


sidering whether uniformity could not be 


good many petty offences 


to have its own police laws, 


not think an amending Bill 
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Smith, James Park 
Smith, Hon. W. FP. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Ed ward.Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMark J.M-Tageart 
Stirling -Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, RtHn.JG(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, — Edw. 
Wank lyn, « James L eslie 
Warde, Colonel C. EF. 
Wason, John ¢ ‘athe ‘art(Orkney 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L loyd 
Whiteley ,H.(Ashton-a'r Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Alvernon 
Williams, Re Hnd Powell-(Birm 
W illiams, Colonel R. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(\ 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wo tley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrichitson, 5 
Wryadhaim, Ret. 
Wyndham-(juin, M 
Yerburgh, Robert Ai 


er(Lanarks) 
0. (Strand) 


Murray 





(Dorset) 


orks.) 


N.( Bath 





n. (,eorge 
jor W. H. 


msirong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Willia m Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 

P ‘ ; ay 

local autnorit to come 


{ 
Provisional Orders making 


such an 


Act as the Burgh Police Act. He 
lnand af tretand é , : 
vard of Ireland | would suggest that a Joint Commit tee 


1 with a view of con- 


RKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
agreed with the 
Lanark. 


4‘ ’ 
Member 
stland they had 


already, and 


) 
hon. 


li se 


he did not think any useful purpose was 
by allowing 


every local authority 
Ten years 


ago a veneral police law was passed, and 
now it was found that that Bill was not 
A Bill had been 
an hon. Gentleman opposite to amend 
mt although he supported the Bill 


introduced 


ro) 


would 
thought a Committee 


He 


go over the entire ground again, 
try to make a better Police Act. No 
there were different matters con- 
different 
there was far too much 
allowing every burgh to be a 


districts, but he 
in the 
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law unto itself. There was too much this year. It disclosed a most 

inde? “Th | nt action } Vt hese Sina 1] bi Iirgus, i nerease i] i he num  ¢ »f ominit 
} va +} ee | "Heat ] | { } 

and Was me the ior Advocate bOOKECH » Prison, aque tn no ser us ‘ 


into the matter. 


said: he 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY 


was glad that this subject had been 
raised by h rth hon. \lember heeause 2 
difficulty was conironting e Scot 
Office at the present moment, 1m 1 
to which they world alino im ct is 
nave had to hog H he USsistaince yr Ut 
House. The Scot Otlice, « yarn 
did not want to be put in inti 
friction wit promot H Wii 
necessarily, bot Lon their ‘ int 

3 the medium o yINPTELL ! 

tl rreat Departments, make more o 
trequent use ol i ! 
the Bilis promoted. but they did not w 
to come into conic no I 
wsolutely mecessary. = tn « ) 

it Was necessa { iio 
siould come to som ica oO vu 

y\\ i ( ( i i 
untoitself. ‘f Was particu roug 
to thelr not at th pre no men 
by the pro tion of two O d Orhao i 
und Leith, which cel i pro i 
perl etly start ing moval Dont 
genera law. {1 ‘* Was cle \ vit nh 
that those Bills should not be allows 
goon until the House had had an 
tunity of settling toe question how 


far a burgh shou'd be a io depar 
trom the genera: law. y 1 
the Committee one illustration to show 
what he Members would recol 
lect the discussions upstairs on the :’ubite 
Health Bill, and how the Mil 

Clauses were contested. He did not $2) 
which was right or which was wrong, bu 

there certainly were two very divergent 
sets of opinion. 


ile would give 


meant. 


, , 
Keel 


But now these burgh 
came in and tabled a perfectly new Milk 
Clause, settling in the way they wished 
it settled a matter which Parliament had 
settled before. He contended 
was not fair to throw on the 
Office this work of telling the promoters 
that they must not proceed with their 
Clause ; they ought to have the support 
of Parliament in the matter, because, 
after all, it was one in which Parliament 
had given a decision. In the same way 
reference had been made to the startling 
number of police offences. He recom- 
mended hon. Members to read the Report 
ot the Prison Commission of Scotland 





that it 
Scottis n 


ious crimes, but almos 
ese police offences. Hi ould 
one Hiustration, The Glasgow no 
N r i900 mrrcte ‘ 
neck the use of ob 
S eets an | ) 
) 
\\ 
i 
iit 
‘ S d 
‘ s Pe | 
selT ( { ( 
W | } tn ( 0 i i 
\ Ol should ) l tit 
ry! srs | th in n 1) 
( » PUL to t h ’ 
By 3 0 
pu ic law ought to be le} 


> J 
particular cases. In the old « 


was done to a great extent by th 


Committee, but that could not be 
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under the present procedure. Accord- 


ingly, something in the way of a general | 


guide was required to help the Office, 
and to strengthen their hands in resist- 
ing the sometimes exceedingly extrava- 


gant demands made in the — Bills. 
As the Committee had been reminded, 


there was at present before Parliament a 
Bill for amending the Burgh Police Act. 
It was obviousiy out of the question that 
that Bil! should be passed this season, but 


his Departme had given an under- 
taking that durmg the autumn they 
would go carefully through the Bill 
With representatives of the authorities 
concerned and clear out of the way 
most of the debateable matters. The 


way would then be prepared ior a 
Committee I House to take the 
matter up, and when the Measure was 
year, every facility 
give it a Second 


tne 


ot 

reintroduced text 
would be granted 
Reading. 


LO 


Sin HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton. E.) said he remembered an occasion 
when an hon. Member occupied a con 
siderable portion ot the time of the 
House in analysing and bringing under 
their notice the extraordinary changes 


in the general law of the land proposed 


in private Bills initiated by local peo 
ple. He also recalled a Scotch bill, 


with which they had subsequently to 


deal upstairs, which, if passed, would 
have made the well-known city with 
which it dealt an intolerable — place 


being to live in, and 
actually knocked out 
clauses and 
and he was glad 


for any human 
the Committee 
upwards of 100 
What was done then 
the Lord Advocate was 
follow the example 
Committee to deal with the whole case, 
to report to the House any deviation 
from the general police and sanitary law 


proposed by the bill, and to state thei: 


+ , 
HieMNes ». 

: } 
CLisp sect 


to 


to 


was 


appoint a 


reasons for sanctioning, or refusing to 
sanction. the proposals. The procedure 
was how accompanied by a report from 
the Home Office so far as police matters 
were concerned, and by a report from 
the Local Government Board so far as 
sanitary matters were concerned, and 3t 
was really the settled practice of Com- 
mittees of the House that where the 
Home Office or the Local Government 
Board objected to a clause that clause 
should not be inserted. It was intoler- 
able that there should be two codes of 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


{COMMONS} 


(criminal law in one country. 
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It was a 
monstrous thing that a man, going to 
Scotland, should find that if he did a 
certain thing in Edinburgh he would 
not be punished, while if he did the 
same thing in Leith he would be guilty 
of a criminal offence. If there was 
criminal law at all, it should, at all events, 
be applied over a large area. He quite 
admitted that there should be a classifi. 
cation of burghs, and he suggested that 
some code should be established under 
the supervision of the Scottish Office 
under which clauses departing from the 
general law would not be allowed except 
on the line of model clauses accepted by 
the Department. The same principle 
should apply to sanitary legislation. The 
procedure at the Scottish Office would 
break down if it were allowed to be 
made the instrument of widely ex. 
tending local legislation to carry out 
the individual fads of individual men. 
Parliament was the only authority to 
settle any interference with the criminal 
law of the land, and new criminal offences 
ought not to be created unless they had 
directly or indirectly the sanction of the 
House. 


(7.14.) Mr. TENNANT asked what 
was proposed to be done, pending the 
sitting of the Committee promised by the 

ht hon. Gentleman, with the Provisional 


Order Bills at present lying on the 
Table of the House. The curious thing 


in the present state of the law was that a 
certain thing might be done in Leith 
which could not be done in Edinburgh. 
One might bet in the streets of Leith, but 
not in the streets of Edinburgh, and the 
result was that the whole betting frater- 
nity had erossed the line of demarcation 


and gone to Leith. The practice of 
betting in the streets was not only 
a mniusance to the passer by, but 


injurious to the morality of the com- 
munity. He asked the Lord Advocate to 
state what he would do, pending the 
sitting of the Committee, with the Bills 
now on the Table. He did not wish to 
put an obstacle in the way of the Com- 
mittee sitting on this particular Bill, but 
he considered it would be a wise thing to 
allow such portion of it as was unobjec- 
tionable to go through it in the ordinary 
way. 


Mr. CALDWELL | said — everyone 
would be quite agreed in the matter of 
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betting, but after all, that was only one | had struck out, but it was for such trivial 
very small point. It was obvious that | offences as these that a large number of 
they could not pass a Provisional Order | persons were every year sent to prison in 
with one clause in it. It should be} Scotland. 

understood that these Bills might be laid 
before the Committee, and that they 
would not be proceeded with unless the Crass IIL 
Committee reported that they were in a 
fit state to be proceeded with. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £54,287, be 
| granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
|of March, 1903, for the salaries and ex- 
penses of the Lord Advocate’s Depart- 
ment, and other law charges, and the 
salaries and expenses of the courts of law 
and justice in Scotland.” 





*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY did not 
think that the matter of betting could be 
quite so pressing as the hon. Member 
had represented, because Clause 393 of 
the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, 
provided for the prosecution and punish- 
ment of persons guilty of that offence. 
Of course he was quite willing to accept 
what the hon. Member had said with 
regard to what was occurring. Probably 
Edinburgh was in possession of a still 
wore drastic clause than that in the 
general Act to which he had referred ; 
till it was not as if there was no restric- 
tion on betting at all. He was bound to 


*Mr. PARKER SMITH called 
attention to the position of the Pro- 
curator Fiscals of Glasgow and the 
Lower Ward of Lanarkshire. The 
population of Glasgow and the Lower 
ay that at this period of the session it Ward included more than a fifth of 
would be very doubtful whether, if they the whole population of Scotland, 
lad an inquiry by a Committee, there | #24 the amount of serious crime there, 
vould afterwards be time to pass the|W@S about a half of that which 
bill. He was of opinion that it would be | occurred In the whole country. He 
very much better not to proceed with | Wished to bring to the attention of 
these Bills in view of the promise which | the Lord Advocate that the oftice of 
lad been given to look through the Bill | the Procurator Fiscal in Glasgow was 
amending the General Police Act, with | very much undermanned and was not 
the view to allowing it to be introduced | able to overtake the work which with 
arly next session. He should hope that | the enormous increase of the population 
they might have that Bill passed in the | in the last twenty years had been thrown 
wily part of next session. ‘upon it. An inerease of staff was 

; lee cede : | absolutely required, because the number 
| Mr. PARKER SMITH said he Was | of hecntiasiians which had now to be 
airemely glad that the Lord Advocate made in consequence of the increase of 
[ taken the nin aaane of bringing | the population had nearly doubled. 
lie! che it ce Applications had been made for addi- 
rey toe. | tional stati with the support of the 
wach had been created by Statute in the Deoitllt al the a ty who was rest ibl 
lst few years. The result was that, in eee aoe weeny Rig: Shaagghoiie: i083 
‘dente he pediiietien sn amas tee these matters, but these applications 
= * popubanon, an ener | bad not as yet been complied witl 
wusly larger number of persons were | 1®¢ "0% 8 yer been ¢ = “ 


vat to prison in Scotland than in England. Mr. WEIE ealled attention to an 
herighthon.Gentlemanopposite wasvery | jtem for the salaries of clerks in the 
bnocent if he thought criminal offences | [ord Advocate’s office. He hoped there 
ere the same in all the burghs of Seot-| was no sweating going on in the Lord 
ind. Such an offence as spitting in the Advocate’s department. He asked the 
unpl ae hut he did not sieht hon. Gentleman to explain fully 
ink a man should be sent to prison for | ow the money was distributed. There 
week for © ittine i » Bill of ; on eee 7 : 
te bes Coen it. In the Bill of were othercharges in the accounts which 
he burgh a clause was inserted by which rape ais swt 
fa man tore up a piece of paper and threw | oe Se we _ a ci . 
Pon the ground, he was liable to be sent instanced the charge of five guineas a 
h prison for a week. That clause he had | day for the expenses of legal gentlemen 
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who came to London. 
were hardly likely to refuse a trip to 
London with five guineas a day to the 
good. Referring to the salaries of 
Sheriffs and Sheriffs Substitute, he said 
he understood that they were paid at an 


Imprisonment of 


extremely low rate. He urged that 
they ought to receive adequate re- 
muneration for their services. 

It being half-past Seven of the’! 


elock, the Deputy Chairman left the 
Chair to make his Report to the House. 
Resolution to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee also Report Progress ; to sit 
again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 


IMPRISONMENT OF 
Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH, M.P. 


(9.0.) Mr. SPEAKER informedthe House 
that he had received the following Letter 


relating to the Imprisonment of a 
Member— 
Sligo, 
June 18, 1902. 
Sir, 


[ have the honour to inform you that at a 
Court held here today under the Criminal 
Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, at 
which Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh, M.P. for 
North Leitrim, appeared as defendant, Mr. 
M‘Hugh was committed to Sligo Gaol by me 
and Mr. Harrel, resident magistrate, tor a 
period of three months on his refusal to enter 
into recognizances to be of good behaviour, he 
having grossly insulted the Court. 

[ have the honour to be, 
Your obedient servant, 
Rosert L. Brown, R.M. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I paused for a moment when you had 
read the communication, Mr. Speaker, in 
order to enable the right hon. Gentleman, 
the Leader of the House, to take the 
course which as far as I understand, 
as far as | have been able to gather 
from reading precedents of the past, 


which has invariably taken on occasions | 


of this kind. The right hon. Gentleman 
in alluding to this matter earlier in the 
day, stated that he {intended to take 


action upon this matter when this 
letter was read. Therefore the 
silence of the right hon. Gentleman 
to me _ is absolutely inexplicable. 


As far as | know there has been no 
instance in the history of the House of 


Commons for the last one hundred years | they asked for. The last occasion 0 


Mr, Meir. 


Scotch lawyers | 





IONS} Mr. M‘Hugh. 


where in a case of this kind the respon- 
sible representative of the Government 
has allowed a communication of this 
kind to be read to the House without 
advising the House and proposing that 
/a certain action be taken. I do not 
think, Mr. Speaker, it is necessary for 
me to go at any length into precedents 
|in this case, it may be suflicient for 
me to allude to them shortly. During 
the course of the nineteenth century 
| there were four distinct cases when it 
was reported to Mr. Speaker that a 
Member of this House had been committed 
| to prison for contempt of Court. They 
| were the cases in the first instance of 
| Mr. Wellsby in 1831, secondly of Mr. 
| Charlton in 1837, thirdly of Mr. Worley 
in the year 1874, and the fourth of Mr, 
| Gray in the year 1882. In each one of 
| these cases the Leader of the House 
-moved at once, upon the letter being 
read by Mr. Speaker, that a Committee 
be appointed to enquire into the circum- 
'stances of the case with the object of 
enabling the House to have a report 
| before it, as to whether the circumstances 
constituted any reason why the House 
should take further action. Even in 
cases Which were on exactly similar lines 
to the case at present under considera- 
tion if we are to judge the merits of that 
case from the terms of the letter which 
you have just read. Never before, as far 
as I can make out, has the Government 
| refrained from putting a Motion betore 
| the House. [Mr. Balfour made a remark 
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| which was inaudible in the Press 
| gallery.] Idonot think the right hon 


'Gentleman has any right to interrupt 
me. I think the right hon. Gentleman 
‘should in this instance have followed 
the invariable practice adopted by every 
predecessor of his on the Bench. Its 
now apparently left for me to make 3 
Motion which in every case in the past 
has been made by the Leader of th 
House. 

| I will deal in a moment 
|case as to whether this was really 
case of contempt of Court or not, but in 
the first place let me deal with it on the 
‘lines of the letter which has just been 
|read. The letter states that Mr 
|'M‘Hugh has been committed to prisot 
| by these justices because he refused t0 
| give the bail for good behaviour which 
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that kind which was before the House, 
was | think the case of Mr. Healy which 
took place in the year 1883. In that 
case Mr. Speaker read a letter addressed 
to him announcing that Mr. Healy, one 
of the Members for the county of 
Wicklow—(that isa mistake; he was 
Member for Wexford)—had refused to 
enter into recognizances to be of good 
behaviour and had been committed to 
prison. That is a case exactly analogous 
to the case as stated in the present letter. 
Instantly the letter had been read, the 
Marquess of Hartington, who is now the 
Duke of Devonshire, rose on behalf of 
the Government and submitted a Motion 
to this effect, ‘‘That the letter of the 
Chief Justice of the Court of Queen's 
Bench do lie on the Table.” ‘The right 
hon. Gentleman may say that that is 
purely a formal Motion, but it is a Motion 
which invites discussion, and it 


is a 
Motion which was in pursuance of 
a practice unbroken through many 
generations, and I believe I would 


be right in saying centuries in this 
House. I want to know if this is to be 
regarded as a case not of contempt of 
court but as a case of imprisonment in 
consequence of a refusal to give bail for 
good behaviour? I want to know 
why the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of this House and of the Con- 
ervative Party, which is supposed to be 
anxious to conserve all its traditions. 
has set an example unknown in the 
history of Parliament, and has refrained 
irom submitting any Motion on this 
question for the consideration of the 
House of Commons. I want to know 
vhy he has left a private Member like 
uyself to introduce a Motion in order to 
lave a discussion. In making the 
fotion in 1883, the then Marquess of 
dartington pointed out that there were 
listinct cases of imprisonment of 
embers which might come under the 
‘onsideration of the House. In the first 
place, imprisonment on civil process; 
xeondly, for contempt of court, and, 
hirdly, for crime. He went on to show 
he view the House had always taken 
1 the first branch of offence. 

“Every Member of Parliament is protected 
‘om arrest in respect of civil process, and the 
ouse has always ordered, and will, no doubt, 
ist upon, the discharge of a Member so 
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rested, holding that the presence in the | 
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Member of Parliament is of more 
than the discharge of pecuniary 


House of a 
importance 
obligations. 

Then as to the second class of case, 
that of contempt of court. The Marquess 
of Hartington went on to say that 
that was a class of case which the 
House had always jealously scrutinised, 
and: always appointed a Committee to 
inquire into. With regard to the third 
class of offence. that is, offences which 
come into the category of crime, he stated 
that in this instance the House of 
Commons had not been in the habit of 
ordering any special inquiry. If this is 
to be judged as a case not of contempt of 
court but of refusal to give bail to be 
ot good behaviour, | think no Member 
will say it is fair to regard that as coming 
within the category of crime. It would 
he in abuse of terms to suggest any- 
thing of the kind. 

The first point I desire to make 
is this, that an explanation is called 
for from the Leader of the House as 
to his reason for deviating from the 
invariable practice of this House. As 
far as | have been able to judge from 
private communications which I have 
received myself, and from the reports 
which have appeared in the public news- 
papers, this case of Mr. M‘Hugh is 
clearly a case of contempt of court. 
Mr. M‘Hugh refused to express regret 
for the expression he had used and which 
the Bench regarded as an offensive ex- 
pression. Mr. Brown, the presiding 
magistrate, then said: “ We call upon 
you to find bail in £100, and 
two sureties of £50 each.’ Mr. 
M‘Huzh then said: ‘“ What for?” Mr. 
Brown said: ‘‘Contempt of court.” It 
was clearly a case of contempt of court, 
because it was an offence committed 
against the supposed dignity of the 
tribunal. The magistrates sitting in 
petty sessions in Ireland have only 
limited powers of dealing with 
offences of contempt of court. Their 


power of commitment is _ limited 
by statute to seven days. But what 
happened in this case? The hon. 


Member having been guilty of an offence 
of contempt of Court, and the magis- 
trates apparently not thinking that their 
powers of dealing with contempt of 
Court were sufficient, fell back upon an 
old statute, that of Edward the Third, 
and sentenced the hon. Member to three 
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months imprisonment. I say that that 
is a gross abuse of their powers— an 
abuse which could not take place in this 
country. I would respectfully challenge 
any Gentleman of this House, on either 
side of the House, especially those 
Members who are experienced in the 
administration of law in England, to give 
a single instance within the last hundred 
years in this country where anything 
of the kind has taken place. There are 
special tribunals in Ireland that have 
absolutely no parallel in England, and 
therefore we feel bound to bring to the 
attention of the House of Commons 
every instance of thischaracter. It may 
be said that my friend, Mr. McHugh, 





used very violent and unjustifiable 
language. It is no business of mine to 


enter into that question. The question 
is whether this tribunal, by invoking 
the aid of an old and obsolete statute, 
have exercised jurisdiction in excess of 
their statutory powers under the Petty 
Sessions Act. For my part, I have no 
hesitation in saying that if my hon. 
friend the Member for North Leitrim 
had the idea and intention to throw 
ridicule and contempt upon the tribunal 
before whom he was brought, I sym- 
pathise with that intention with my 
whole heart. It is a question, of course, 
whether he took the best way to do 
that or not; possibly many people may 
think he did not. Let the House bear 
in mind the circumstances. Here is a 
public man, a Member of this House ; 
an honoured journalist in Ireland, the 
President of the Journalists’ Association 
in Ireland, a body made up of men of all 
political opinions; a man four times 
elected mayor of his native city ; this 
man is charged with criminal conspiracy, 
one of the gravest criminal charges that 
can be brought against any man, and 
instead of being brought before the 
tribunal of a jury, such a tribunal as he 
would be entitled to be brought before 
in England, in Scotland, or in Wales, he 
is brought before a specially created 
tribunal consisting of two paid agents of 
Dublin Castle — two men who are 
supposed to constitute both judge and 
jury. and who as judges are not inde- 
pendent of the Executive, and as jurors 
have not a _ proper discrimination 
between the Crown and the prisoners. 
These tribunals do not deserve, and 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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will not receive, the respect of 
the people of Ireland. If they were 
constituted in this country, they would 
be swept away in one month by the 
indignation of the people of England. 
Most of these magistrates are promoted 
from the police, and others are broken 
down half-pay officers. It was reason. 
able for any man to ask for the names of 
the jurors who were going to try his 
case, in order to find out whether they 
had the qualifications required by Act of 
Parliament. Mr. M‘Hugh’s request for 
those names was refused, and he was 
told that it was an attempt to obstruct 
the proceedings of the Court, and then, 
with very natural and as I think proper 
indignation, the hon. Member retorted 
upon the Bench. I want no distinction 
between his imprisonment for refusing 
bail, and his imprisonment for contempt 
of Court. I ask the House of Commons 
to followthe precedents I have mentioned, 
and | therefore beg to move a Resolution 
which is a copy word for word of the 
Resolution which has been passed in other 
cases for the last one hundred years. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 
That the Letter of Mr. Robert L. Brown, 
R.M., of the 18th June, 1902, informing 
the House of the imprisonment of Mr. 
M‘Hugh, a Member of this House, be 
referred to a Select Committee for the 
purpose of inquiring into all the matters 
connected with the proceedings referred 
to therein, and of reporting whether they 
demand the further attention of the 
House.—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


(9.28.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs): Is it conceiv- 
able, Sir, that the Leader of the 
House has nothing to say to the 
House on a question of this kind! 
What were the words used by the right 
hon. Gentleman today when reference 
was made to the probability of this 
occurrence at this time? He said it 
would be his duty to move the appoint- 
ment of a Committee to examine into 
the circumstances of the case. These, I 
think, were the words used, but when 
the Speaker read the letter he had 
received, the right hon. Gentleman—as | 
understand, for I was not in the House 
at the time—made no sign, and the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford 
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proceeded to address the House in the 
speech to which we have just listened. 
He concluded his speech with a motion 
for a Committee, and even then the 
right hon. Gentleman has no advice to 
give, no opinion to offer to the House. 
Putting aside the question of the con- 
stitution of the Court, of whether this 
unusual Court is deserving of the con- 
fidence of the Irish people or not, we 
have on the case before us, as it is stated 
to us, that this Member of the House of 
Commons has, on account of contempt 
of Court, been sent to’ gaol. [Conversa- 


tion on the Treasury Bench here elicited | 


cries of “Order” from the Nationalist 
benches.| If the Whip of the Party 
opposite will allow me to conclude—per- 
haps he has not got enough of his sup- 
porters gathered together, but even in 
that case, if I continue my speech it 
might so far assist him. This Member 
of the House has been committed for a 
contempt of Court to a period of im- 
prisonment, which, under the ordinary 
law, is not within the competence of 
the Court, and recourse is had to an old 
and fusty and rusty weapon, to an 
Act of some decayed Parliament long 
since gone, which is held to apply to 
such acase. Surely that additional com- 
plication makes it the more necessary, in 
defence of the interests and privileges of 
every Member of this House, that a 
Committee should be appointed to in- 
quire into the case. Yet the right hon. 
Gentleman showed an_ extraordinary 
want of alacrity in rising to give that 
advice to the House which we naturally 
expect. We await that advice with 
patience and curiosity. 


(9.31.) THe FIRST LORD or THe 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Man- 
chester, E.): The right hon. Gentleman 
speaks of patience. If it is patience that 
he has been showing, it is the most 
extraordinary that 1 have ever come 
across. But, if he is so anxious to hear 
what I have to say upon this subject, 
I have no hesitation in gratifying him, 
although fpersonally I should not have 
been at all averse to hear what other 
persons of experience had to say on the 
subject. The right hon. Gentleman has 
quoted very accurately some words which 
fell from me this afternoon, and had he 
thought it worth while to go back to 
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a former debate within the last few 
weeks, he would have found that on a 
similar subject I made use of very much 
the same expression. He would have 
found that I referred to a simple case of 
committal for contempt of a Court of 
law; and I need hardly tell the House 
that in that case I should have followed 
the practice and precedent of the House, 
which I believe are invariable, of moving 
for a Committee to consider the circum- 
stances very much inthe language which 
I believe the hon. Gentleman has borrowed 
from the latest case on record—that of 
Edward Dwyer Gray. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am found- 
ing my Motion on the case of Mr. Healy 
in 1883. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, 1 think 
the hon. Gentleman would have done 
better to have gone back to the case of 
Edward Dwyer Gray, the last case of 
actual contempt dealt with. That would 
have been the Motion I should myself have 
made, had it been obvious on the face of 
the warrant that this was a case of com- 
mittal by a Court for coatempt of Court. 
The real difficulty arises from the fact that 
this is not a simple case. [An Hon. Mem- 
BER: It is an Irish case.] The very fact 
that the hon. Gentleman quoted the case 
of Mr. Healy in 1883 shows that he has 
not truly appreciated the bearings of the 
case on our practice, or the true pre- 
cedents which ought to guide us. The 
case in 1883 of the hon. Member for North 
Louth, who was then Member for Wex- 
ford, is really not a case in point at all. 
It was not a case of contempt of Court ; 
it was not a case arising out of the action 
of the magistrates in Ireland, and whether 
or not the then Leader of the House was 
justified in pursuing the course he took, 
and in saying that the letter should be 
allowed to lie on the Table of the House. 
I do not presume to judge at the present 
time, and in any caseit is not relevant 
to the question we are now considering. 
If I have been rightly informed, but I 
have not had an opportunity of consult- 
ing Hansard on the subject, the Motion 
was made, not as the hon. Gentleman 
would have us suppose, as a kind of 
preliminary to the appointment of a 
Committee to look into the case, but 
as an alternative suggestion that a 
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Committee should be appointed. Hon. 
Gentlemen who sat in that quarter 
of the House at that time actually 
moved that a Committee should be 
appointed. Lord Hartington’s was a 
counter Motion. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: If the right 
hon.Gentleman will excuse me, | will state 
what occurred. He says he has not had 
the opportunity of looking into the 
matter, but some of us have had the 
time and opportunity to do so. The 
Marquess of Hartington, the Leader of 
the House at that time, opened the 
proceedings by moving that the letter 
should lie upon the Table of the House, 
and in doing that he said he moved it in 
accordance with invariable practice. 
The Motion fora Committee was an 
Amendment to the Marquess of Hart- 
ington’s Motion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I take the 
historical statement of the hon. Member 
as perfectly accurate, but the difference 
between him and me is irrelevant to the 
particular point | was endeavouring to 
bring before the House. The point | 
am bringing before the House is this 
from those Benches in the Member of 
Louth’s case in 1883 an attempt was 
made to obtain a Committee to investi- 


gate it, and then the Leader of the 
House the Marquess of Hartington 
moved his Amendment. [An Hov. 


Member: No| He resisted that, and 
adhered to the original Motion that the 
letter should lie on the Table of the 
House. His view in connection with 
Mr. Healy’s case was that it was not a 
fit case for a Committee, and, although 
the Motion that the letter lie on the 
Table of the House gave a ease for 
debate, he resisted successfully the case 
for investigation. So much for Mr. 
Healy's case. But there is a much more 
relevant case to the present issue which 
the hon. Gentleman has not mentioned, 
and that is the case of Dr. Tanner, 
which is absolutely on all fours with 
the present case, so far as | know. I am 
not aware from such investigations as I 
have been able to give that there is the 
slightest difference between the case of 
Dr. Tanner and the case now under the 
consideration of the House. In both 
instances an Irish Member was brought 
Mr. A, J. Balfour. 
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before the resident magistrates for an 
alleged breach of the law ; in both cases 
the accused insulted the Bench, and in 
both cases the magistrates adopted the 
course of binding them over to good 
behaviour under the statute of Edward 
Ill. Lam not going to argue whether 
that is right or wrong. I will only 
point out that the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite describes this as something 
outside the ordinary law. It is the 
ordinary law. (An Hon. Memser: “In 
Ireland.”) It may be a good law or a 
bad law (An Hon. Member: “ Balfour 
law,” and cries of ‘ Order.”’) At all 
events, it is not a new law, and 
therefore it does not come under 
the description which apparently the 
right hon. Gentleman thinks appropri- 
ate, and it cannot be referred to as part 
of the Crimes Act legislation which 
this House has passed in recent years. 
In both these cases a Member of Varlia- 
ment insulted the Bench; in both cases 
the Bench proceeded against the Member 
by binding him over to good behaviour, 
and in both cases the Member of 
Parliament need not have gone to 
prison had he found sureties. In both 
eases the hon. Member preferred not 
to find sureties and to go to prison. 
That is the story, and I think the 
House ‘will see that I am accurate 
in saying that the two cases are 
absolutely on all fours. What happened 
in the case of Dr. Tanner is a precedent, 
and what happened in the case of the 
hon. Member for North Louth is not a 
precedent to this case. In the case of 
Dr. Tanner there was a warm debate 
in this House on the subject immedi- 
ately after the arrest took place. That 
is not specially relevant to the present 
case. There was a power to bring the 
action of the resident magistrates before 
the superior Court on certiorari in order 
to see whether they had or had not 
exceeded their power. That procedure 
was adopted in the case of Dr. ‘Tanner, 
and Chief Baron Palles delivered an 
elaborate judgment upon it. What was 
the conclusion and the general substance 
of that decision? Chief Baron Palles 
relied entirely on English precedents, 
and said that it was within the 
competence of the Court to proceed in 
the way in which these resident magis- 
trates had proceeded. He showed that 
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there were English precedents that 
gersons could be committed for con- 
tempt of Court in consequence of action 
taken outside for the obstruction of 
ustice, and that the Court could bind 
wer those guilty of this offence to be 
of good behaviour, and he asked with 
unanswerable force whether there could 
be a distinction between using this 
procedure against persons obstructing 
the course of justice outside the Court 
when you are going to take similar 
procedure against persons obstructing 
the course of justice inside the Court. 
Chief Baron Palles came to the conclusion 
that the magistrates had acted entirely 
within their jurisdiction. In an appeal 
a that character the question whether 


op not the magistrates behaved ‘with 
discretion was not the point. He {did 


say, and that with an authority : which 

I think in this House no one will 
Fe to minimise or criticise, that 
the magistrates had been acting within 
their jurisdiction in taking this pro- 
cedure and in binding the person over 
to good behaviour. 


t 


It seems to me to bea new practice 
examine into a case of 
this kind. Remember what: the 
House did, or rather, 1 ought perhaps 
w say, omitted to do, in the case 

Dr. Tanner. Dr. Tanner in 1889 
lid precisely what the hon. Member 
whose case we are considering has done 
in 1902. In 1889 the House took 
ognisance what had occurred in an 
lrish Court. Mr. Sexton, then a Member 
of the House, and the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for East Wolver- 
ampton, a distinguished Member of 
the Opposition Bench, the then Attorney 
re ner al for Lreland, and myself took part 
n the debate, but never was it suggested 
nthe heated discussion that the proper 
procedure of this House was to have 
a Committee of inquiry into the question 
of a committal for conte mpt of Court. I 
think the House will admit that I have 
shown a conclusive case, at all events on 
behalf of my own attitude, that it is not 
simply a case of moving fora Committee, 
that it is not simply the case of a com- 
mnittal for contempt of Court, and that to 
move for a Committee is not in accordance 
with precedent. To move fora Committee 
isnot to go with the precedents in their 
most formal 


to have to 


aspects, but to go against 
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them, altogether against precedent. There- 
fore it is for that reason, and for that 
reason alone, that I was anxious to hear 
what arguments could be advanced, or 
ought to be advanced, in favour of one 
course or the other. The hon. Gentleman 
who initiated the debate argued for some 
length, though I think with an imperfect 
recollection of the precedents. I cannot 
say that the Leader of the Opposition 
threw any light on the subject. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I did not profess to throw any light on 
the subject. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On the whole, 
ir, having given the best consideration I 
can to the matter in the short time that 
has elapsed since the facts have been 
before me, I am rather inclined to think 
though there is some doubt, that a com- 
mittee ought to be granted. The reasons 
against the Committee are that, though 
there have been committees in the past, 
I am not very anxious to extend the 
practice of Parliamentary Committees 
on all oceasions where any Member of 
the House comes into collison with the 
law of the land. No doubt this is an 
extension, because there is no precedent, 
so faras I know, for the granting of a 
committee in this case—for, as I have 
shown, the case of Dr. Tanner fails as a 


precedent. Therefore, while admitting 
that this is a slight extension of the 


existing practice, and that so far it is to 
be deprecated, I think there is some force 
in what has been said. It may, I think, 
be urged with great force that the Irish 
magistrates had two courses open to them 
in dealing with any person accused before 
them. They might have followed the 
course which is suggested by the statute 
—they might have committed for a week. 
They might also, as Chief Baron Palles 

laid down, have pursued the course which 
the magistrates pursued in the case of 
Dr. Tanner, and which was pursued i 

the case now before us-—which is that 
of binding the person charged over to 
good behaviour. Both courses are per- 


fectly legitimate that have been laid 
down. But I think there is a certain 


paradox in attempting to sustain the 
argument that when the magistrates took 
one of those courses there ought to be 
a Committee granted, and that if they 
took the other course there ought not to be 
a Committee granted. It may be said that 








1199 


n one case they have used the machinery 
of the law, which is more in the nature 
of criminal procedure than in the other, 
but, on the whole, I suppose, we ought 
not to raise too much and too fine distine- 
tions—that we ought in this case to 
ignore precedent, or the absence of pre- 
cedent, which took place in the case of 
Dr. Tanner, and that we should rather 
rely upon the unbroken course of pre- 
cedents followed at all events sincé 1830 
in regard to direct and simple committals 
for contempt of Court. As I think on the 
whole we ought not to rely too much upon 
the difference of procedure where the 
offences are the same, and when the 
punishment is closely allied, on the 
whole I am not disposed to resist the 
Committee which the hon. Gentleman 
has suggested. I do not at all regret 
the course I have taken in not having 
myself nominated the Committee. I am 
not anxious to initiate any extension of 
the practice of appointing Committees in 
the case of those who come within the 
criminal law; and yet, on the other 
hand, as the proposal has been made, | 
do not think that the House would be 
well advised in relying too much on a 
distinction as to precedents, a distinction 
which is rather technical in its nature 
and does not partake of a fundamental 
character. 


Imprisonment of 


(9.52.) Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): I congratulate the right hon. 
Gentleman upon the decision which he 
has just announced tothe House. | am 
surprised, I confess greatly surprised, 
that the right hon. Gentleman had not 
in view all the considerations he has now 
so reasonably brought before us. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR made a remark 
in reply. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I will not 
go into the right hon. Gentleman’s 
doubts. I wish he had not even 


interjected that interruption. I should 
have been glad to think that for 
the sake of his position in this House 
he now recognises that this is a case 
which requires special consideration. I 
think it is to be regretted for his own 
sake that he required my right hon. 
friend who sits near me to draw him 
into this concession [An Hon. Memper: 
Mr. A, a. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. M‘Hugh. 


“No.” ] Well, it seems to me to be so. 
I do not pay the slighest attention to 
the arguments used by my hon. and 
learned friend the Member for Water- 
ford as to the constitution of the Court. 
That Court was a Statutory Court. I 
have a pretty strong opinion as to these 
Courts, but that is not now the question. 
The question is a very simple and plain 
one, and I would observe we are agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman that 
we are really very ill informed as to 
what actually and specifically took place. 
We have newspaper telegrams to go 
upon, which are a most unsafe founda- 
tion. But what is to me clear from the 
words closing the letter which Mr. 
Speaker read to the House as to the 
foundation of the proceedings against Mr. 
M Hugh, the Member for North Leitrim, 
is that he very grossly insulted the Bench. 
If the newspaper reports are to be 
relied on—I do not know whether they 
are or not—it is beyond all doubt or 
question that the Bench was_ grossly 


insulted, and that the Bench would 
have been greatly wanting in selt- 
respect if they had permitted such 


conduct to pass without punishment. 
With that, I think, we must all agree; 
but surely the House will see that this 
is a very serious thing indeed, and 
that no such thing could have happened 
in England or Seotland. Here is a man, 
whether a Member of Parliament or not, 
who has committed a gross contempt of 
Court. He is liable, therefore, to such 
punishment as the law empowers the 
Court to inflict. What does that Court 
do? Iam not going to argue the case— 
I am only pointing out why this is a 
specialease. ThisCourt, findingthat it has 
not, under the Petty Sessions Act, power 
to punish as they think adequately such 
a gross contempt, falls backon the Statute, 
which I have fallen back on myself before 
now—the Act of Edward IIL—in order 
to make up for what they considered 
their own defective power; they fall 
back on this extremely stringent and 
strenuous Statute, which ought never 
to be used, except in the case of the 
greatest social emergency. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): The Coronation year! 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Can any Gentle 


man opposite, or on this side of the House 
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believe for one moment that this was 
a case of social emergency. It would 
be quite wrong and out of order for me 
to argue the case now; but I repeat 
that we may congratulate the House 
that we will escape from what I think 
a rather ignoble position—that we 
should allow a Bench in Ireland to 
withdraw a Member from the service 
of the House, and, further than that, 
to withdraw the consideration of the 
arguments and the law which justified 
the withdrawal from the consideration of 
the House. That was the position taken 
up in one part, | thought, of the 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman ; 
that, because Mr. M’Hugh had been 
sent to prison under the Statute of 
Edward IL., we were debarred from con- 
sidering the case in the ordinary way. 
If this contention were to be upheld it 


Imprisonment of 


would put in the power of one of these | 


Special Courts to take one, or two, or 
more Members out of the service of the 
House and cut off from the House the 
consideration of the circumstances in 
which the withdrawal had taken place. I 
think the ease is a very clear one, and 
that the right hon. Gentleman has come 
to a very sound conclusion. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E): I wish to 
say a very few words to bring the debate 
to a conclusion, because the announce- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman re- 
lieves us of the duty of debating it at any 
considerable length. I cannot under- 
stand how there could exist any doubt in 
the mind of the right hon. Gentleman, 
and it was that doubt which caused the 
consumption of time which has taken 
place this evening. This wasa case which 
would fall under the proceedings govern- 
ing the contempt of Court. I hold in my 
hand a report of what happened in the 
Court, and it states that when Mr. Brown 
called upon Mr. M‘Hugh to find bail and 
to enter into his own recognisance for 
£100, Mr. M‘Hugh said “ For what ?” 
Mr. Brown said “ For contempt of Court.”’ 
Was it to be maintained for a moment | 
that, because these magistrates, actuated, 
Iam sorry to say, by spite and a desire 
to punish the hon. Member for contempt 
ot Court with a longer and more vigorous 
punishment than the Statute gave them 
power to do, could resort to an old and 
unprecedented method under the Statute 
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of Edward III. in order to inflict a punish- 
ment twelve times greater than the 
Petty Sessions Act gives them power to 
inflict. I challenge any hon. Member, 
with the collective experience of all the 
lawyers in England, Ireland, and Scotland, 
to produce a single instance in which 
that statute has been used for sucha pur- 
pose in the administration of the law. 
This is a course of procedure which the 
people of England and Scotland would 
not tolerate for an hour. We, in Ireland, 
are treated as common tramps and pick- 
pockets. This Statute was devised, even 
in the days of Edward III., for common 
tramps who could not give an account 
of their way of living ; and yet that is 
the Statute which is had recourse 
to in Ireland in order to imprison 
respectable and honest men, representa- 
tives of the people on local boards and in 
this House. I say it is an outrage. I 
am extremely glad that at last an oppor- 
tunity has been offered to bring under 
the consideration of a Committee of this 
House the scandalous, infamous, and 
intolerable conduct of magistrates in 
Ireland in applying an Act originally 
passed for dealing with people of low 
character to respected citizens and re- 
presentatives of the people of Ireland in 
this Parliament. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Rosert Fintay, Inverness Burghs): I 
rise to say a few words in reply to the 
hon. Gentleman opposite. He has spoken 
as if this method of procedure was one 
peculiar to Ireland. If he will look 
into “Stone’s Justices’ Manual,” he will 
find it reported that it has been laid 
down that if anyone insults a Bench 
of Justices in England the proper pro- 
cedure for them to take is to bind him 
over to be of good behaviour under this 
very Statute. I was surprised to hear 
it stated that it was a monstrous hard- 
ship that a man should be punished, not 
for insulting the Bench, but for refusing 
to undertake not to repeat the offence. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Harbour) 
said he was astonished at the hon. and 
learned Gentleman’s statement of the 
law. In Ireland there was a Statute 
which limited the power of a Petty 
Sessions Court to inflict punishment for 
contempt of Court to seven days. This 
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was a case, if ever there was one, in| 
which the House should protect the | 
privileges of its Members. Was the 
House to be deprived of its jurisdiction 
and discretion, and its right to inquire 
into the circumstances in which a 
Member was committed for contempt of 
Court, because a magistrate who was 
aggrieved at a rash and hasty exclama- 
tion chose to remove from this House 
the discretion it could exercise by 
sentencing him under the Statute of 
Edward IJ]? He _ challenged the 
Attorney General to produce any case, 


except two of a political character, 
in which any bench of magistrates 


attempted to impose more than seven 
days imprisonment for contempt of 
Court. 


(Juestion put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That the letter of Mr. Robert 
L. Brown, R.M., of the 18th June, 1902, 
informing the House of the imprisonment 
of Mr. M‘Hugh, a Member of this House, 
he referred to a Seleet Committee for the 
purpose of inquiring into all the matters 
connected with the proceedings referred 
to therein, and of reporting whether they 
demand the further attention of the 
House.—(Vr. Jolin Redinond.) 


SUPPLY. 
({Twei_rtH ALLorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


DE- 


Class II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £10,097, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Fishery Board in Scot- 
land and for grants in aid of piers or 
quays.” 


Mr. Harrington. 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 1204 

(10.15.) Mr. WEIR said he wished to 
urge the importance of checking the 
invasion of steam trawlers within the 
three-mile limit on the coasts of the 
Highlands of Scotland. Many of the 
fishermen in the villages round the coast 
of Scotland were in a very bad condition 
on account of the destruction which the 
trawlers caused by coming within the 
three-mile limit. The result was that 
many of these fishing villages were be- 
coming depopulated. He could not 
understand why the Government did not 
see that it was of the utmost importance 
to maintain the line fishermen in their 
villages, because it was from them that a 
large supply of men for the Royal Navy 
might be drawn. In the Report of the 
Fishery Board it was stated that owing 
to the suceess of the trawling industry 
several new companies had been incorpor- 
ated last year in Aberdeen, from which 
port no fewer than thirty additional steam 
trawlers went to sea last vear. The 
Scottish office ought to make an effort 
to more fishery cruisers — to 
prevent illegal trawling. He was not 
opposed to the trawlers, but — they 
should get out to sea, and if they 
were found within the three-mile limit 
they should be prosecuted. The right 
hon, Gentleman tried to throw the whole 
onus of these prosecutions upon the 
fishermen, but how could they go out in 
the dead of night or indeed at any time 


secure 


to cateh the trawlers? If care was 
taken to see that the cruisers at the 
clisposal of the Fishery Board per- 


formed their duties the fisherman would 
he placed in a better position. More 
severe punishments should be meted out 
to illegal trawlers. No doubt the 
word Advocate would tell them that the 
Fishery Board cruisers had captured so 
many trawlers, but they expected them to 
make captures. There ought to be more 
energy displayed. 

With regard to the question of fishing 
in -the Moray Firth, it was said that 
an international conference was being 
arranged, and that the Fishery Board ot 
Scotland would be represented. They 
had been told that this country was going 
to contribute £42,000 for this purpose, 
but they had not been told how much 
other countries were going to contribute. 
The Secretary for Scotland had refused 
to allow the question of the extension 
of the three mile limit to be dealt 
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For 
years he had called the attention of the 
(ommittee to this question, but dust had 
jen thrown in their eyes and no com- 
nunications have been made to the 
sgnatories to the North Sea Convention 
n the interests of the line fishermen. 
Je also wished to state that he thought 
i was part of the duty of the Fishery 
yard to see that the small fishing 
rbours were put into a proper con- 
lition for the convenience of fisher- 
nen. He hoped the right hon. 
jentleman would bring under the 
notice of the Fishery Board the neves- 
sity for making some arrangements for 
the clearing away of the sand which had 
eumulated in some of the harbours. 
In conclusion, he said that as it was the 
practice of right hon. Gentlemen on the 
Treasury Bench to remain silent if no 
Motion was made, he thought he had 
letter protect himself by moving a 
duction of the Vote by £100, 


Motion made, and question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £9,997, be 
granted for the said service.’ —(Jr. Vcir.) 
(10,30. ) DENNY (Kilmar- 
he was sorry to 
difer from the hon. Member who had 
jut sat down in regard to the line 
ishermen, because the greatest possible 
msideration had always been meted 
ot to them. The particular case, how- 
eer, to which he wished to refer had 
ben dealt with in a most sympathetic 


COLONEL 


nek Burghs) said 


Way by the Lord Advocate, and he 
tzleved that if he could present a good 
‘ae, the right hon. Gentleman would 
fatinue his sympathetic treatment. 


‘le case was a rather complicated one, 
hit it would be understood at any rate 


tall the Seotch Members present. 
re case he wished to raise was in 
terence to the lease of some very 
fluable fishing rights in the Firth of 
yde. By this lease certain number 
poor fishermen had been deprived 
a = ge which they had_ hitherto 
ereised of collecting mussels for bait 


bm the aie in the Firth of Clyde. 
hese scalps had been worked by a 


mber of fishermen in very poor 
Fcumstanees, to whom this privilege 


Fant a good deal. It was true that a 
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vith at this conference by the gentlemen | 
| vho would represent this country. 
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complaint was made that they were 
impoverishing the mussel beds by this 
practice, but this was open to question. 
Some time ago, for the ostensible 
purpose of preserving and improving 
these mussel beds, a lease was 
given to an individual, against whom 
he (Col. Denny) had not a word to 
say personally, but the circumstances 
of granting the lease formed a matter of 
grave dispute, and ultimately was brought 
before the Scottish Courts, who gave a 
decision which deprived these men of 
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this means of livelihood. He did not 
wish in any way to impugn the im- 


partiality of any Court, but he thought 
it would be much more satisfactory to get 
some of the very large questions involved 
settled for good and ali in the House of 
Lords, and so these men wished to carry 
an appeal to the House of Lords. He 
wished to impress upon the Committee 
the fact that these men were among the 
very poorest in the community, and they 
were in great straits to find the means 
to defend themselves in Court. For an 
appeal there appeared to be an Order in 
the House of Lords whereby a deposit of 


£200 required to be made by the appel- 
lants before proceedings could be com- 


menced. It would be just as reasonable 
to ask these men for £2,000, because they 
could not find the money, and he would 
ask the Lord Advocate whether it were not 
possible to have the matter so adjusted 
that the men might be heard and the case 


thoroughly argued. He did not know 
whether the Lord Advocate was in a 


position himself to grant the concession, 
but he hoped his right hon. friend would 
give him some leading as to how the case 
could be heard with the least possible 
delay, andthe minimum of expense, because 
it was a matter of the greatest importance 
to a considerable number of poor men. 
No stone had been left unturned to find 
out whether the Fishery Board had acted 
ultra vires, or had been within their rights 
in taking away from these men an occupa- 
tion, they had followed for years and 
letting the beds to one individual. He 
repeated that against that individual he 
had nothing personally to say. He was 
an expert on fisheries and fishing questions, 
aud must be assumed to havea knowledge 
necessary for improving the scalps. But 
whether he were qualified or not, that 
did not appeal to the minds of men who 
had been put out of their occupation at 
the will of a Board whose action and 
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whose powers they question. He would | number of years. Hon. Members repre. ra 
ask the Lord Advocate if he would, in| senting English constituencies might and 
any way he could, facilitate the appeal to | remember the various monographs year 
the House of Lords in order that the | which had appeared on various fishing § alti 
matter might be set at rest once and | subjects—there was a remarkable one | 
for all. | on the salmon—and which were all the § shy 
. : . | work of the Fishery Board of Scotland. § or f 
Captain SINCLAIR said that in Not only was the discontinuance of that ve 
the Vote before the Committee there work a loss to scientific work generally, @ iope 
was a reduction of £2,000 in connection | put it was in direct contradiction to the | nab 
with the scientific investigation hitherto | peeommendations of the last Committee § shat 
carried on by the Fishery Board of of this House which inquired into these § wish 
Scotland for some years. The discon-| matters. Three years ago, a Committee, § whic 
tinuance of that grant was, as the Com-| of which the right hon. Gentleman was § Sea. 
mittee were aware from what fell from | 4 member, considered a Bill introduced § joine 
the President of the Board of Trade the | by the Board of Trade, and the result § % b 
other day, connected with the larger! was that that Bill was dropped, and in § that 
undertaking now entered into by this | the Report of the Committee would be § in 
country, in combination with other | found the following words— Boar 
North Sea Powers, to carry out ascheme | «The Scotch Fishery Board had accumulated fg 2° 
of investigation in the North Sea. He! some valuable statistics, but their investigations j onth 
should like to point out that any inter- | have been hampered by inadequate means. bea 
national investigation of the North Sea | TH¥, have 20 more, money at their dapat ont 
need not necessarily conflict with the investigation is undoubtedly too small. Yer Te! 
work hitherto carried on by the Fishery such as they are, they are the only investiga the a 
Board of Seotland. Everyone connected tions made by any department in the Kingdom § who ; 
ee “RIE devoted to that subject only. was ; 
with the fisheries of Scotland, and of TI he C “get esa 
the United Kingdom generally, must 0 . fl “ape eo ye neon te _ 
welcome the inception of that enterprise — om — ode = ae eee ¥ ae 
which was due to the Stockholm and vide or the adequate ayaa & P here 
other conferences, and to which this Government department bya — ‘h : 
country had agreed to contribute, for ont so that a ee . he 
three years, a sum of £16,000. They sony pee —— . a dpa 
welcomed that, because it would lead The ead ke of the wor pe ye be = 
not only to further knowledge, but also ane pps ors ~~ a her hel “4 
to further co-operation as to the fish iy oe one * gga 7 hee 
food supplies of the countries bordering ee adequate opens = mage 
ot © on. Their vessel, as was known to alg voul 
on the North Sea. He thought, how- Mectti, Wentens i d in the subg vork 
ever, that it was to be deeply regretted SCOVS3 “embers ann 7. 


i z «Sank ship ; 
1 ‘ : s 0 ) 
that the work carried on hitherto by ject, wae nevte elie to ge toes Sar : 





the Fishery Board of Scotland should oe and had never been proper wy 
be discontinued in that summary fashion. equipped or ecentine investigates a that t 
The grant had been discontinued, but ™ spite of these deficiencies, yn 4 ‘ by th 
no information had been vouchsafed as had been most valuable. \ an but t 
to what that continuance actually wished to put before the right ho of his 
meant; or whether it was now actually Gentleman was thet there was seem . that i 
too late to consider if it were advisable local scientific smvestgetien 00 well regret 
or not. It was only too much to be for international scientific investigatio! he dis 
feared that the scientific work of the At present they knew nothing an 

ve scheme of the North Sea investigatio 

Fishery Board had already been discon- byt it must be obvious to all that « #(10 
tinued. That seemed to him to be a examination of the currents, the sau Bure 
very serious matter. In the first place, banks, and the breeding groung) ) 
they did not spend too much money in Of the North Sea would be m that 


tee Rec cage : y it shou 
this country on scientific investigation— valuable to this country, se funds 
: not conflict with the scientific wol s 


hat Ww 27 —_ . : . 

t beg not a fault they had—and hich had hitherto been carried on @ were 

secondly, they had interrupted the good the creeks, estuaries, and inlets of SC of th 

work which had been proceeding for a land. Everyone knew that the gt 
Colonel Denny. 
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increase in trawling had led to a| investigation, no doubt, would lead 
epre- I jiminution in the demand for mussels|to some agreement being arrived at 
night Hind other bait; but it had always ap-|in connection with fishing beyond the 
raphs J jared to him that mussels could be/three-mile limit; but there was great 
hing § wltivated, not only for bait, but also for | scope for inquiry within the  three- 
/ one # pod. There was not the slightest reason | mile limit. The hon. Member for Ross 
| the J shy mussels and other shell “fish, valuable; and other hon. Members had _ often 
land. § or food, should not be welcomed by the | mentioned that line-fishing had greatly 
that § jumbler classes ; and he was not without | deteriorated in the last few years, and 
rally, § ope that scientific investigation would | the blame had always been placed on 
othe § mable them to cope with the supply of _ a — the three- 
nitt hat form of food. He by no means| mile limit. No doubt they came within 
- wished to discourage the  Prvodl effort that limit very often, and it was almost 
Littee, which : as re be carried out i > the ~— | tag to — certain ages of om 
n Sea. e himself pleade or it, and coast; but, at thesame time, he thought 
pti joined in recommending it ; but he hoped | the question depended almost more on 
result 0 hear from the right hon, Gentleman | the breeding of the fish than on the 
nd in that it w ould not be allowed to interrupt depredations of the trawlers. Everyone 
ald be @ interfere with the work of the Fishery would agree that fish must breed some- 
Board. ‘That Board was the only Govern-| where, and if their breeding - grounds 

vulated (f Zent department which had been carrying | were destroyed, then, naturally, the fish 
gations fg onthis particular kind of work, andit would 'diminished. The harm the trawlers did 
means. If be a great loss to the country if it were dis-| was jn destroying the banks. The 
— continued. Of course, they would have | Fishery Board had been blamed very 
Ye OTemember the year they lived in, and | often, ‘but he thought they had taken a 
vestigaej the answer which would be given to all step in the right direction in regard to 
ingdom j who pleaded for extra expense ; but there | ¢h¢ Ballantrae banks, off the coast of Ayr- 
Bas a distinetion in the case he was now shire. These banks had been ruined, to 
0 say pleading. He did not plead for an ex-| 4 very preat extent, in late years, not by 
to prog pense which had not hitherto been eg Pe Bs thie the li t at ew: leas 
t of aff curred, but for a Vote which was about | a tts a d Sag ihe Mead ‘fch. 
rge cif to be discontinued. The importance of | "°"_ yas i ~_ - Ls epnpriee t “so 
_ effec] the herring fishery was peculiarly grave | sit’ sleoe ee — py ner" or eee 
vations in Scotland, and on Scotch grounds alone ri he ong the coast bad suilere The 
f thf be maintained that there ought to have Fishery Board had now prohibited seine- 
tioned been more deliberation before the work oe rena in certain months, but they 
ey hai of the Fishery Board had been given up. = A ow ed trammel-net fis shing. The 
arry i He wished further to know what steps - or the three-mile limit had 
1 to al = * hewisg y to Fe py re at | 2 da mar Gas e, poe 
s work ad the ard still got their ‘ re ant thé 1@ banks 
a hip; was it too late to remedy what | inside the three-mile limit should be pro- 
roperlt emed to him to be a great mistake ; tected. Seine-net trawling undoubtedly 
mn; re ind what precautions had been taken did very great harm to the banks, be- 
‘jm that the country should not be at a loss | cause the spawn was destroyed. On the 
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hat ha Y the discontinuance of the work? He other hand, trammel-net fishing also did 
it hoa Dut these questions on behalf of several | a great deal of harm, as, when the net 
oom fi ! his hon. friends ; and it seemed to him) was hauled up, a great mauy dead 





that it would be a matter of very great fish fell out, and the banks for breed- 
regret if the work of the Board were to ing purposes were destroyed by the 
be discontinued. dead fish being allowed to lie on them. 

He had mentioned the matter to the 
Fishery Board, and they informed him 
“(10.10.) Mr. ORR-EWING (Ayr) that they found in Loch Fyne that 
ian Burghs) said he cordially agreed with several dead fish came up in the net, but 
ei the hon. Gentleman who had just spoken | that, in spite of that, the herring returned 
t shou that it would be a great pity if the | to the lough every year. The case was, 
ic wom funds of the Fishery Board of Scotland | however, different from that of the Ballan- 
J} on @ Were reduced in any way on account| trae banks. Everybody who knew Loch 


ot Sc@f of the ‘North Sea investigation. That | Fyne knew that it varied in depth from 
he gr | 
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thirty to eighty 
very strong, and the dead fish were 
away. Onthe Ballantrae banks the water 
however, was only eight or nine i 
deep, andthe tides we re very slack, with the 
result that the dead fish remained on the 


Supply —t tril 


fathoms, the tides were 
swept 


ree 


banks, and undoubtedly did a very great 
deal harm. What he wished to im 
press upon the Committee was the neces 
sity of prohibiting fishing on these banks 
duri ing the spawning season, and, fusther 
that the Fishery Board should do every 
thing it could to encourage the breeding 


of tish within the three mile limit. That 
would not only be a benetit to the locality 
concerned, but would improve the fis hing 
all round the coast. 


*Mr. ASHER (Elgin Burghs) said he 
wished to bring before his right hon. and 
learned friend, the Lord Advocate, 
the fact that there prevailed in all 
parts of Scotland interested in fish 
ing a great deal of anxiety in regard 
the alteration in the estimate tor 
Fishery Board of Scotland. 
amount for scientific investigation 
been reduced from £3,000 to  some- 
thing like £700. At first sight, that 
undoubtedly appeared to be rather 
a serious matter. ‘Twenty years 
the Fishery Board were given a Vote tor 
the purposes of scientific investigation. 
Those connected with fishery matters 
knew quite well that that investigation 
would necessarily extend over a long 
period of time, and it was hoped that it 
would result in the accumulation of 
such an amount of precise knowledge 
with regard to fishery matters as would 
probably lead to an international ar- 
rangement with regard to the fisheries 
in the North Sea. The alteration in 
the amount of the Vote had, however, 
changed that policy. No doubt, his 
right hon. and learned friend would say 
that the reduction of the Vote was due 
to the international arrangement made 
last year at Christiania for a simultane- 
ous investigation by all the Powers 
bordering on the North Sea. No one, 
of course, objected to that, or desired 
any inquiry to be duplicated, but there 
was a very general feeling that it was by 
no means certain that the international 
arrangement would necessarily lead to 
the same matters being investigated as 
had hitherto been investigated by the 


Mr. Orr-Ewing. 


to 
the 
The 


had 


ago 
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Fishery Board. There was manifestly 
the greatest diversity of interests among 
the various powers bordering on the 
North Sea in regard to fishery matters, 
and he did not believe that this inter- 
national arrangement had been entered 
into from the same point of view by this 
country and the other countries con- 
cerned. He had no doubt that jm- 
portant facts of a hydrographical and 
ineteorological character would be ascer 
tained as the result of the international 
investigation, but they would not cover 
the same ground as the scientific jin- 
vestigations of the Scottish Fishery 
Board. He always understood that the 
ereat object of the Scottish Fishery 

was to thoroughly investigate 
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Board 
the habits of the food fishes frequenting 


our coasts, to follow up their life history 


and movementsfrom the inshore to the 


offshore waters, with a view to those 
fishery regulations being adopted 


which would be best calculated to pro- 
duce a large supply of fish for the 
market, and not unduly interfere with 
the development of the fisheries around 


the coast. Could his right hon. and 
learned friend satisfy the Committee 
that the nvestigation which would be 
carried on under the _ international 
arrangement would cover the same 


ground as had hitherto been covered by 
the Scottish Fishery Board! The 
general opinion was that, having regard 
to the extremely limited resources o! the 
Board, they had done admirable work ; 
und he believed that it was the uni- 
versal feeling of Seottish Members that 
the Board should have their resources 
inereased rather than diminished. It 
seemed him that it was the duty 
of the Government to show good cause 
why the resources of the Board shonld 
be further limited. If the international 
investigation covered the same ground, 
then he was very far from saying that 
they should object; but unless the 
Government could satisfy the Com. 
mittee on that point, he did not think 
they would be justified in limiting the 
the Board. The Board 
had hitherto carried on their investiga- 
tions under great difficulties. It was 
to in their Reports 
year after year of the inadequacy of the 
means at their disposal. A vessel was 


to 


resources of 


melancholy read 
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placed at their disposal for scientific in- 
vestigation, but in consequence of her 
unseaworthiness and the necessity for 
frequent repairs she was obliged to re- 
main in harbour for the greater part of 
the year. Notwithstanding these dis- 
advantages, their work for the past 
twenty years undoubtedly formed a 
most valuable record; and it seemed to 
him to be a very serious matter indeed if 
that work were to be stopped. He 
hoped his right hon. and learned friend 
would be able to satisfy the Committee 
that the investigation which was 
to be carried on under the international 
arrangement would cover the same 
ground, that the same inquiries would 
be prosecuted, and the same results 
ascertained, in order that such knowledge, 
with regard to the fisheries of Scotland 
and other countries, might be obtained 
as would enable them to demand from 
other countries an international con- 
vention for the regulation of the North 
Sea fisheries, which were now in a very 
unsatisfactory condition. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said he 
wished to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
a question. They had read a great deal 
about the harm done by trawlers on the 
Scottish coasts, but he believed that the 
Scottish Fishery Board patrolled their 
own coasts so well that the trawlers 
which used to ply their trade there came 
over to Ireland. He asked the right 
hon. Gentleman two years ago what 
steps had been taken to protect the 
fisheries off the Scottish coast, and the 
tight hon. Gentleman then said that the 
Admiralty placed at the disposal of the 
Fishery Board two small boats, and that 
the Board supplied two themselves. He 
wished to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
ifhe would be kind enough to inform 
the Committee how many boats were at 
present used for the protection of Scottish 
fisheries, and how many were supplied 
by the Admiralty. 


*(11.8.) Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY 
said that the hon. Member for Ross began 
his observations by referring to the num- 
ber of complaints which were received 
from different parts of the coast as to the 
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evils of trawling, and especially of draw- 
nets. He should like to draw the hon. 
Member's attention to what was stated 
on page 48 of the Report of the Fishery 
Board of Scotland this year. The 
Report stated— 

‘*Complaints have reached the Board of 
encroachments by trawlers, and some idea of 
the extent of the work involved in their investi- 
gation may be obtained from a perusal of the 
following list of places visited.” 

Two pages of places followed, and then 
the Report proceeded— 

“It is a noteworthy fact that in the investi- 
gation of complaints recorded above, only four 
trawlers were detected working in closed 
waters.” 

Without in the slightest degree impugn- 
ing the oni fide character of the com- 
plaints, still it was a fact that in a great 
many instances complaints were made 
which were not well founded. They 
had a record of what all the vessels 
did, and the entries very often were 
that the complaints had been exaggerated. 
It was impossible properly to patrol a 
sea line like that of Scotland, but a great 
deal was done. In answer to the hon 
Member for East Waterford, he might 
say that the cruisers at the disposal of 
the Fishery Board during the last year 
were the “Jackal,” the ‘Daisy,’ the 
“Vigilant,” the “ Brenda,” the “Nora,” 
and the “ Mina,” besides which they had 
occasional assistance from the Admiralty. 


Mr. POWER asked whether the six 
vessels referred to were supplied by the 
Fishery Board without any assistance 
from the Admiralty. 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY said they 

were in the continuous service of the 
Fishery Board, but, in addition, they 
had occasional assistance from the .Ad- 
miralty. 


Mr. POWER: Who built the vessels ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said the 
“Brenda” and the “ Mina” were built 
by the Fishery Board under the new 
arrangement ; the others were old vessels. 


Mr. POWER: Were the others the ° 
| Property of the Admiralty ! 
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*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: Yes, but 
they were put at the disposal of the 
Fishery Board. The hon. Member must 
understand, however, that over and above 
their own fleet, the Board had the ocea- 
sional services of Admiralty cruisers. 
The hon. Member for Ross had drawn 
a sorry picture of the plight the line 
fishermen were in owing to the depréda- 
tions of trawlers. He thought the hon. 
Member would admit that, so far as it 
was possible for one to take a side on 
this matter, he had always been a good 
friend 


would be very sorry to see any develop- 


to the line fishermen, and he 
ment of modern methods which put an 
At the same time, 
He 
commended to the Committee generally a 
perusal of the last Report of the Fishery 
Board, had 
struck by the somewhat different results 
brought out by that Report as compared 
with the figures that were before the 


end to their industry. 
the question was full of difficulty. 


because he been greatly 


Committee to which the hon. Member 
for Forfarshire had alluded. 
was a good fishing year altogether, and 


Last year 


there was no doubt that the taking of 
the line fishermen was a good deal up. 
So far as the figures of last year went, 
there was not that diminution in the 
catch of the line fishermen or of flat fish 
generally to which no doubt the figures 
of two years ago pointed. Whether or 
not that was merely a momentary im- 
provement time, of course, would show. 
It was not a matter into which he could 
go in detail, but Members would really be 
well repaid if they would read that Report. 
With regard to Port of Ness, there had 
been a difficulty about the harbour there 
owing to the contractors. The harbour 
had now been transferred to the Con- 


‘gested Districts Board, and no doubt 


any representations addressed by the | 
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that Board would 
receive attention, although he could not 
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hon. Member to 
promise that the Board would carry 
out desired. 
As to the Fishery Board premises, the 
hon. Member had been more unfortunate 


what the hon. Member 


than he (the right hon. Gentleman) had 


been, because whenever he had _ been 
there the policy had been that which no 
doubt the 


pursuing in the East, viz., that of the 


hon. Member had been 


open door. 


The hon. Member for the Kilmarnock 
Burghs had raised a question which had 
more than once been pressed upon the 
Fishery Board, viz., the great necessity 
of trying to cultivate the bait supply. 
But it had several times been pointed out 
that there had been great profligacy in 
the disposal of their own resources. 
The Fishery Board had been egged on by 
to take 
preserving and 
They found that in the Clyde there was 


avery valuable mussel scalp which was 


House means for 


the proper 


cultivating mussels. 


being really ruined by indiscriminate 


collection. He did not mean that he 
had nosympathy with the constituents 
of the hon. Member who were poor men 


and had 


there mussels, but from the wider point 


been in the habit of taking 


of view, of the bait supply of Scotland, 


mussels ought not to be taken indis- 


criminately. A proceeding taken in 
pursuance of the policy of the Fishery 
objected to by the hon. 
with the result 


Board was 
Member's constituents, 
that matters could not be arranged 
amicably and an action had to be brought 
in the Courts. The Court of Session—- 
and he did not see why they should take 
a biassed view of the case the one way or 
the other—had held that the property of 
the scalps was in the Crown, and that 
they were properly dealt with by the 
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Fishery Board. 
said his constituents desired to go to the 
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The hon. Member now 


House of Lords, and that a deposit of 
£200 was required. That was a matter 


in which he had no concern; it was 
required by the Standing Orders of the 
House of Lords ; but if they could not 
make the deposit it was open to them to 
appear in formi pauperis. He assured 
the hon. Member that it really did not 
depend upon him, but upon the Standing 
Orders of the House of Lords, over which 


he had no control. 


That brought him to the most interest- 
ing point which had been raised, viz., 
the diminution of £2000 in the Vote for 
scientific investigations. The reason was 


simple enough. As a result of the 
Christiania Conference an agreement had 
been come to that there should be an 
international investigation, hydrograph- 
North Sea. 


Those who sat on the Committee of two 


ical and otherwise, in the 
years ago would remember that the real 
question with regard to flat fish was 
whether there had been any diminution, 
and whether that diminution had been 
checked by certain alterations in the 
places in which trawling and so on was 
permitted in the North Sea. The views 
on the point were not at all unanimous. 
It was obvious that the investigation 
must be a thorough and expensive one, 
and the scientific investigations of the 
Scottish Fishery Board were all in that 
that the 
investigations would be absolutely the 


direction. He could not say 
same, but according to a letter written 
when this matter was arranged, it ap- 
peared that the attention of the Con- 
ference was particularly directed to the 
fact that — 


“Tn the practical development of the scheme, 
Primary attention should be given to the 
probable effect on flat fish, in which alone, it 
appeared from statistics and evidence, any 
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serious diminution in the North Sea could be 
traced.” 

That, he thought, was what they wanted 
to get at, so that the hon. Member for 
the Elgin Burghs might assume that the 
investigations of the Conference would be 
directed to the really practical part of 
the 
by the 


scientific conducted 
Scottish The 


question then arose whether Great Britain 


investigations 
Fishery Board. 
should go into the scheme with the other 
Powers. Everybody would agree that it 
Sut it involved an expendi- 
ture of £35,000 or £40,000 over five 
years, and the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer did not feel justified in agreeing 


should. 


to that expenditure without stipulating 
that he should not have the same thing 
going on at home. An arrangement 
was therefore come to between the Board 
of Trade, the Scottish Office, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, but it was 
made a distinct part of the bargain on 
the part of the Scottish Office, that the 
grant should be dropped only during the 
time these investigations were going on, 
and that the moment the investiga- 
tions were over, the Board should have 
the same claim to a proper subsidy for 
scientific investigations as before. He 
hoped that statement would satisfy hon. 
Members. If money were unlimited 
one would like to do both, but under 
the circumstances he thought the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer could not be 
expected to continue this grant as well 
as bear the cost of the international 


investigation. 
(11.25.) Mr. BRYCE thought the 


policy of the Government in dropping the 
allowance of the Scotch Fishery Board 
for their investigation was exceedingly 
penny-wise. The value of those investi- 
gations was that they had been con- 


tinuous. Exceedingly little had been 
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known about the habits of these fish, | board had undoubtedly done very good 
and the Lord Advocate himself had | work in recent years. At the same time, 
admitted that the results disclosed in the | speaking with some experience, he did 


last Report had been a surprise to him, 
although he had carefully followed the 
matterallthrough. It was of the utmost 
importance that the investigations should 
be kept up from year to year. He was 
certain that the value of the investiga- 
tions which had taken place, and of 
those which had been promised in the 
future would be greatly diminished if an 
interruption took place for two or three 
years while the International Conference 


| not see and reason why they should try 
| to teach their neighbours how to compete 
with them. He remembered how some 
‘years ago the Peterhead curers very 
_ kindly taught the Norwegians everything 
they knew, with the result that in a 
few years the Norwegians became their 
keenest competitors for the German 
trade. As to the question of flat fish 
generally, it should have been known to 





practical men for the last fifteen years, 


was conducting its investigations. Surely | that the only method by which a better 
a more short-sighted policy than that|supply could be secured, was that of 


of dropping these investigations for the | 


insignificant saving of £2000 a year 
could not be conceived. Continuity was 
everything in scientific investigations. 
It could not be expected that 
scientific staff engaged by the Inter- 


the | 


national Conference would give the same | 


the 
Take 


attention to the local coasts as 
Scottish Fishery Board had given. 
the case of the Moray Firth. 


not wish to pre-judge that question, but 


He did | 


it might turn out that it was right to | 


close it, or it might turn out that 
nothing was gained by closing it. 
that was a problem for local investiga- 
tion, and the International Conference 
could not be expected to give the 
necessary it. 
would apply to the Ballantrae banks; 
there, might be 
for On putting 
these facts together, he was driven to 


attention to The same 


too, there need 


local investigation. 
the conclusion that a more unwise, un- 
desirable, and unsuitable economy than 
had been effected in this matter was not 
to be found in the annals of our financial 
policy. 

Mr. MACONOCHIE (Aberdeenshire, 
E.) supported the Vote, and said the 

Mr. Bryce, 


But | 


restricting the landing of under sized 
‘fish. Last year a practical proof of what a 
close time meant was afforded by the 
strike which caused the large Grimsby 
fleet to be confined to harbour. When 
those boats were again able to get 
out they found a better supply and 
quality of fish than they had had for a 
With regard to the 
Fishery Board he thought it was not 
treated at all fairly. The funds at its 
disposal were so small that it could not 


very long time. 


secure the results it ought, or would 
otherwise do. By helping the Board to 
develop the fisheries a very good invest- 
ment would be made, because it would 
be enabled to secure a better supply, and 
that meant a cheaper article of food for 
the public at large. Only recently, even 
with the small means at its command, 
the Board had agreed to supply young 
shell fish—crabs and lobster—to certain 
parts of the coasts, as a trial to see what 
could be done. The Crab and Lobster 
Act, by restricting the size, was now 
admitted, even by the men who at first 
most strongly opposed it, to have done 
more to improve the industry than any- 


thing else had done. As to harbours, it 
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was often forgotten that Fraserburgh 
held a unique position. There was no 
town of equal size, as far as he knew, 
which had borrowed and repaid so much 
for the building of harbours for the 
development of fisheries, and in his 
opinion it was justly entitled to excep- 
tional treatment. Fraserburgh sup- 
plied more fees to the Fishery Board 
than any other town in Scotland, and 
was fairly entitled to some assistance in 


the upkeep of its harbour. 


Mr. HALDANE 
aid that if anything 
the 


(Haddingtonshire) 
had 


discussion, it 


emerged 


from was 


clearly 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


had sueeessfully raided the some- 


what attenuated provision made for 


scientific investigation under the Scot- 


tish Fishery Board. It would have 
been all very well if the same ground 
was to haye been covered, but nobody 
pretended that the investigations in con- 
nection with the International Con- 
ference had anything to do with the 
iresh of Scotland. 


The truth was that, put it as they liked, 


water _ fisheries 
there was no answer to the case made by 
is hon. friend. The hon. Member for 
Forfarshire had pointed out that the two 
nvestigations were wholly different and 
overed different ground, but unfortun- 
ately they were in the position of not 
heing able to resist the hand of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer which had 
laid the Scottish 
poliey of investigation. He could not 


been heavily upon 
look upon this as otherwise than a matter 
of national concern, for the information 
published in the special reports in regard 
to the work done by the officials of the 
Scottish Fishery Board was very valuable. 
Upon that ground alone, he for one, 


would go to a division asa protest against | 
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the action of the Government. Upon 
other matters he was glad to say that the 
statement made by the Lord Advocate and 
the report of the Board were most satis- 
factory. The provision now made for 
policing the seas contrasted very favour- 
ably with the condition of things which 
prevailed ten years ago. He was glad to 
see that out of twenty-six prosecutions 
twenty-four had been successful, and as a 
result the policy of enforcing the law 
the three-mile limit had been 


He 
pathise with the hon. Member for Dum- 


within 
fairly suecessful. could not sym- 
barton in regard to those men who lived 
by gathering mussel scalps, for he thought 
the mussel beds ought to be energetically 


He 


Board was a competent one as far as the 


protected. thought the Fishery 
resources put at its disposal would permit. 
He had always found that the Chairman 
and Secretary to the Board were most 
ready and willing to assist in promoting 
any enlightened policy which was sug- 
gested to them, and to their merit in this 
respect he wished to add his testimony. 
Sut it was impossible for any Board to do 
its work properly if it felt that at any 
time its funds might be raided in the 
way that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


had raided them upon this occasion. 


(11.40.) Mr. DOUGHTY 


Grimbsy) said that the scientific research 


(Great 


which had taken place under the Fishery 
Board of Scotland and the information 
which they had been in the habit of 
publishing from time to time had been 
of great service to fishermen. Therefore 
he thought it was a great pity that this 
work should be stopped by the action of 
He 


understood that this had been done in 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


order to assist some kind of an interna- 


tional research which was about to take 
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place. He did not view with any of the line fishermen, because superior 
great favour international inquiry. | catching instruments were now supplying 
An international inquiry generally the market which used to be supplied by 


continued for a number of years, and, 
in his opinion, such an inquiry would end 
little 


fishermen of 


with general advantage 
to the this 


and what was likely to be done would 


very 
country 


be in the direction of educating foreign 


fishermen and instructing them in 
the few advantages which our fisher- 
He 


was very pleased with the very high 


men possessed at the present time. 


testimony which had been paid to the 
British the Lord Advocate 
in his speech, and he was very glad to 
that there 
convictions of trawlers fishing within 
He thought that 


trawlers themselves 


trawler by 


hear had only been four 
the three-mile limit. 
that the 

were doing their best to carry out the 


showed 
law. He thought, however, that it would 
have been more to the general advantage 
if the sum devoted to police trawling 
had been reduced rather than the sum 
of money devoted to scientific research 
With 
gard to the Moray Firth he did not 
think 
than that which went on every day there. 


along the coast of Scotland. re- 


there was a_ greater scandal 
A number of hon. Members seemed very 
desirous of defending the rights of the 
line fishermen in that particular constitu- 
ency, and it was a very unfortunate 
thing that line fishing was a failing 
industry. This was not the fault of the 


trawlers, but it was due to the effect of 


general conditions. 


instrument had been produced for the | 


purpose of catching fish and it supplied 
the general market, and the consequence 
was that the ordinary line fishermen 
suffered intheirincomeandtheirindustry. 


That was the real cause of the grievance 
Mr. Doughty. 


A much superior | 


the line fishermen. The Moray Firth 
had been closed against British trawlers 
with the idea that the line fishermen 
would derive an advantage, but the 
question was, had they effectually closed 
Moray Firth against trawlers ? Certainly 
it had been closed against English and 
Scotch trawlers, but it had been left open 
to German, French, Swedish, and 
Norwegian trawlers, and foreign trawlers 
were taking advantage of the law which 
excluded British fishermen from fishing 
in the Moray Firth. When this law 
was passed it prevented the selling of 
any fish caught in the Moray Firth in 
any of the markets in Seotland, and 
the consequence was that the fish was 
brought down to Hull and Grimsby to 
There could be nothing 
exclude British 


fishermen, and at the same time give 


be sold there. 
more absurd than to 
the whole advantage to the foreigner. 
If this injustice were continued a little 


longer there would be as many trawlers 


as were required, and the English 
gentlemen who had invested their 


money in Swedish and Norwegian 
companies would get all the advantage 
out of fishing in that very large arm of 
the This 
Moray Firth ought to be withdrawn 


and the regulation prohibiting trawling 


sea. restriction closing the 


| within thethree-mile limit ought to bemain- 
tained there as it was maintained along 
| other parts of the coast of Great Britain. 
| Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
sil called attention to the claims of 
| the fishermen interested in the Clyde 
| mussel beds. He said that it should be 


| borne in mind that the fishermen engaged 
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in mussel gathering at Port Glasgow had 
been so occupied practically from time 
It had been said that the 


mussel beds were being ruined because 


immemorial. 


they were being robbed by fishermen 
That 


was a very serious charge, because the 


taking away the mussel scalps. 


livelihood of a great many fishermen 
depended upon the mussel beds being 
maintained in a good condition, and the 
men were not likely to be guilty of 
destroying the means by which they 
In 1878 these 
mussel beds produced 1,142 tons, but this 
That 
did not seem to indicate that the supply 


obtained their livelihood. 
total rose to 3,246 tons in 1897. 
had been exhausted. These fisheries had 
been used freely by these men without 
let or hindrance for hundreds of years, 
hut a year or two ago a change was made. 
The Fishery Board had leased the fishing 
rights in those beds to a scientific adviser 
of the Board. In that capacity this 
gentleman visited Port Glasgow and got 
the confidence of the fishermen and the 
ish merchants, and a few months after 
that visit he obtained from the Fishery 
Board a twenty-one years lease of those 
nussel beds at a nominal rental of £1 a 
rear. The scandal of it was that in 1857, 
vhen a similar lease was granted to a 
‘ontractor, the rental was £34 a year. 
The same fishing beds were now let for 
£1 a year to a Government official, who 
vas in a position to obtain undue ad- 
vantages over other competitors for the 


beds. Naturally the fishermen refused 


to be ousted in this way, and they con- 


tinued to fish there. 


cuted at the police court, but the action | 


against the fishermen failed. Finally, the 


{19 JUNE 1902} 


They were prose- | 
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| Lord Advocate appeared upon the scene 
'in the capacity of prosecutor, and he 


obtained from the Court of Session, in 
the absence of the fishermen, an interdict 
to prohibit them from exercising their 
rights as fishermen. These men desired 
at the least possible expense to find out 
what were their rights in the matter, and 
they applied to the Lord Advocate, 
through their counsel, to state a case upon 
which a decision could be given at the 
least cost, but the Lord Advocate refused 
to adopt this line of procedure, and had 
it not been for a few well-to-do people in 
the neighbourhood, the decision would 
The now 

a verdict from the 
It had been held that 


oyster beds were common property, and 


have gone by default. men 
desired to obtain 


House of Lords. 


that the Crown had no more right over 
them than any other individual. The con- 
tention of these men was that the mussel 
beds were in the same position and were 
property. He asked that the 
Lord Advocate, instead of applying the 


common 


resources of the nation to crush these poor 
men should make it as easy as possible 
for them to have the case taken to the 
House of Lords by agreeing to have a 
case stated for counsel’s opinion. Why 
should the Crown put these hard working 
men, to the indignity of requiring them 
to sue as paupers before they could obtain 
their rights. He thought the Crown 
officials were acting very harshly in not 
agreeing to this claim put forward by the 
fishermen. 


(11.57.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 61; 
Noes, 110. (Division List No. 242.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 





Crean, Eugene 





Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Crombie, Johu William 


Delany, William 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P.C. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin Michael Joseph 
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Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hardie, J Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Lundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex.F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Gritlith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bredriek, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r) 
Chapman Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscoumt 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charies Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


Original Question again proposed. 


It being after Midnight the objection 
being taken to further proceeding, the 
Deputy Chairman left the Chair to make 


his Report to the House. 


Committee 
again To morrow. 


Adjournment of 


| 
| 
} 


{COMMONS} 


Mooney, John J. 
Toss, Samuel 


| Murnaghan, George 


Murphy John 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Malley, William 

(’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Pearson, Sir Weetiman D. 


NOES. 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon,Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn.G. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Lord G(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope.J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard.John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Law, Andrew LBonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol S. 


| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


report Progress; to sit 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
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| Pirie, Duncan V. 

| Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 

| Redmond, William (Clare) 

oberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas,David Alfred(Merthyr 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Weir and Mr, 
Harmsworth. 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, David J. (Walth’st’'w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renwick, George 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
W odehouse, Rt.Hn. E. R. (Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
| 2a 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


Ordered, that the Select Committee 





‘on Private Business have power to send 
for persons, Papers, and records. 


Ordered, that three be the quorum.— 
| (Sir William Walrond.) 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 


Twelve o'clock. 
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8 HOUSE OF LORDS. CAVEHILL AND WHITEWELL TRAM- 
: WAYS BILL. 
Friday, 20th June, 1902. Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 
d ——— ae 
VISCOUNT MOUNTMORRES. HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL, 
Report made from the Lord Chancellor, EAST WORCESTERSHIRE WATER BILL. 
that the right of William Geofirey Reported with Amendments. 
Buchard de  Montmorency Viscount 
a Mountmorres, in the Peerage of Ireland, KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
to vote at the elections of Representative RAILWAY BILL. 
Tr. ;Peers for Ireland has been est ablished to Reported without Amendment. » 
Fthe satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [u.1.] 
(Petition for additional Provision.) 
Ordered, That the report of the Lord — ‘The Carman of Comirtess informed 
Chancellor of the United Kingdom, made the House that the opposition to the Bill 
” to the House of Lords this day, that the was withdrawn. 
right of the Viscount Mountmorres to 
vote at the elections of Representative FINCHLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
‘y) Peers for Ireland has been established to BILL. 
his satisfaction, be sent to the Clerk of Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
ard the Crown in Ireland, together with a posed by the Committee of Selection. 
certificate stating that such report has , 
been made, and that the House has MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
" ordered it to be sent to the said Clerk of (GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 
son the Crown in Ireland. Committed. 
ey) 
nd EARL FITZWILLIAM. TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
der oy No. 2) BILL [u.1. }. 
( [H.L. | 
cht Ordered, That the report of the Lord . ‘ : eae 
rew Chancellor of the United Kingdom, made __. Report from the Committee of Selec- 
rks. ty the House of Lords yesterday, that the ton, Chat the Lord Shute (/. Barrengton) 
a right of the Earl Fitzwilliam to voteat the be proposed to the House as a Member 
rset dections of Representative Peers for Tre- of the Select Committee on the said Bill, 
lndhasheen established to his satisfaction, in the place of the Lord Crawshaw ; 
ra le sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ire- read and agreed to. 
lnd, together with a certificate stating ee 
a aad a Bae at RATHMINES AND RATHGAR URBAN 
rray tat uch report ha , een made, and that DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL. 
the House has ordered it to be sent to i ec eee ee 
ney) file said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. | BOURNEMOUTH GAS AND WATER BILL. 
rath) Read 3", and passed. 
rge The Lord Gormanston (/’. Gormanston) 
HH. Bok the Oath. BARROW HEMATITE STEELCOMPANY, 
og AMITED, BILL [1.1.1]. 
ae i Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. Commons. 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 1) 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the BILL, 
uittee ope at oy a = ms oe Read 3", with the Amendments, and 
send laid upon the Table the certificate passed, and returned to the Commons 
‘om the Examiners that the Standing P — 
{rn , > 
- . — ? ie gig Bill PRESTON CORPORATION BILL. 
a ee SCARBOROUGH TRAMWAYS BILL. 
im.— ” > 2 4 PT DIC RN f ‘ 2p r > 
Fleetwood Urban District Council. BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION BILL, 
ERDINGTON IJTRAMWAYS BILL, 
The same was ordered to lie on the Returned from the Commons with 
after Blble. the Amendments agreed to. 
VOL, CIX. [FouRTH SERIES. | 2X 
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GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 2)| Committee negatived; the Report of 
BILL (=.1.} Amendments to be received on Monday 
Returned from the Commons agreed | next. 


to, with Amendments. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LONGWOOD GAS BILL [H.1.]. 
RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [u.1.}. MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 


Account of the receipts and expenditure 
Returned from the Commons agreed a pen 
to, with Amendments; the said Amend- under the Seamen’s Fund Winding-up 


ments considered, and agreed to. —_ _ Ist January to 31st December, 


ABERDEEN SUBURBAN TRAMWAYS POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. LANCASTER). 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order Order made by the County Council of 
under the Private Legislation Procedure | the County of Lancaster, re-dividing the 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Aber-| Heywood, Ince, Stretford, and West. 
deen! Suburban Tramways, was pfe-|haughton Parliamentary Divisions into 
sented by the Lord Balfour (pursuant to | convenient polling districts. 
the Private Legislation Procedure _— iseiieinie tamniniaditin. si ; 

i 8 and 9);/) AG G $, 1882 TO 
nap Se, Sp See eet 1890 (PROCEEDINGS). 
read 1"; and to be printed. (No. i 
| Report by the Board of Trade respect- 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | ing the applications to and proceedings 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL, | of the Board of Trade under the Electric 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. | Lighting Acts, 1882 to 1890, during the 
VISIONAL ORDER og ee OF | past year. 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) Bil | ~—- LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 


i itt f the} , : 
——— os Come « | Returns relating to the Council to 
— | 31st March, 1902; with estimate of ex- 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION _ | Penditure for 1902. 
(No. 1) BILL [u.1.}. | INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
House in Committee (according to! (IRELAND). 
order); Amendments made; Standing; Rules made by the Intermediate Educa- 
Committee negatived ; the Report of tion Board for Ireland— 
Amendments to be received on Monday| 1. Determining the number of centre 
next. | superintendents to be appointed for the 
| examinations, 1902. 
LONDON GOVERNMENT SCHEME | [j, Appointing the places at which the 
(SOUTHWARK) BILL. | examinations for 1902 shall be held. 
House in Committee (according to' Laid before the House (pursuant to 
order); Bill reported without Amend-| Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; | 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. | MARINE INSURANCE BILL [u.1.} 








7, Amendments reported (according to 
; CONFIRMATION (No. 2 2 po sof 
— mL [H.1. ], sili order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | next. 
aaagy age estat <a ae ' | BRITISH MUSEUM BILL [u.} 
House in Committee (according to $* (aconedi ” 
order); Amendments made ; Standing PM nn pase tg. na ), and pas 
Committee negatived; the Report of | ' 4 a 
Amendments to be received on Monday ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE VOLUN- 
next | TEERS BILL. 


TRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL |. Hous? m1 Committee (according | 1 
ELEC -~ ' . order). Bill reported without Amend- 
ee oe ye ne /ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 


House in Committee (according to | and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 
order); Amendments made; Standing | 
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CORONATION —- ACCOMMODATION FOR 
PEERS. 


THe Eart or MAYO had the follow- 
ing Notice on the Paper— 


To ask the Earl Marshal whether there is 
any objection to Peers who have once entered 
the Abbey making use of the covered way 
between Poets’ Corner and St. Stephen’s Porch 
in the same manner as the Members of the 
House of Commons. 


He remarked, however, that as the noble | 
Duke was not present, he would post- | 


pone his Question. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
farl of Hatspury): I have no com- 


mission to answer the noble Earl's | 
Question, but I have had a conversation | 
with the First Commissioner of Works, | 


and he informed me that the erections 


in the neighbourhood of the Abbey | 


teferred to by the noble Earl are in- 


tended for the convenience of Members| 


of both Houses of Parliament. 


THe Eart oF MAYO: May I supple- 
ment my Question by asking if Peers 
have to be in their places as early as the 
time mentioned in the notice? I am 
informed that Members of the House of 
Commons need not be in their places 
till much later. 


[No answer was given. | 


MIDWIVES BILL. 
[SEcoOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second 


{20 JUNE, 1902} 
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| duties, and it is possible for any old 
'drunken hag, with no idea of cleanli- 
| nessor acquaintance with propermethods, 
to advertise herself as a midwife and 
‘carry on that business without let or 
|hindrance. The consequences of this 
| state of things are what we might very 
| well anticipate. If your Lordships were 
to examine the reports of Coroners’ 
Courts you would find that they give a 
very melancholy, but, at the same time, 
@ very instructive, lesson as to the 
necessity of a Bill of this kind ; and no 
less than 200 Coroners, out of about 
| 250 in England and Wales have signified 
their approval of such a measure. Puer- 
peral fever is said to be an absolutely 
preventable disease, and in the London 
hospitals it is practically unknown ; yet 
throughout the country at large it is on 
the increase in consequence of the lack 
of fully-trained medical attention in 
'cases of childbirth. Not only has 
there been an increase in cases of this 
_ kind, but a large amount of sickness and 
| disease, incapacitating the mothers and 
| inflicting great injury upon the children, 
| has resulted from the ignorance of mid- 
| wives. I need not remind your Lord- 
‘ships of the terrible suffering caused 
by permanent ill-health to mothers who 
|are dependent for their daily bread on 
their own labour; and, with regard to 
| the children, it is calculated that 40 per 
jcent. of the cases of blindness are due 
| to want of care at birth. That, I think, 
‘is a state of things which justifies an 
attempt at a remedy. There is no doubt 
that in matters of detail the question is 


Reading read. ; 
fraught with great difficulty, and, while 
Tate Duke or NORTHUMBER- asking the House to assent to the prin- 
IAND: My Lords, I donot think [| ciple of the Bill, I frankly admit that 
wed detain your Lordships at any length |it requires very careful consideration 
it moving the Second Reading of this|in regard to details. I trust that the 
Ril, for I believe there is a general | House will give it that consideration 
ansensus of opinion in favour of some-| when we reach the Committee stage, 
tling being done to remove the evils of | but for the present I ask your Lordships 
tie present state of things. This Bill, to adopt the principle of the measure, 
t rather a similar Bill, when before| which is simply to require the certifica- 


our Lordships on a former occasion, | 
uet with a very favourable reception. | 
‘here are in this country some 10,000 
t 15,000 women practising as midwives, | 
ad they are said to attend some 450,000 
ses annually to which a doctor is not 
tlled in. Yet there is absolutely no 
ualification for these women, no guaran- 
te that they are acquainted with their 


| midwives. 


tion of a proper degree of knowledge 
and of good character on the part of 
The position of existing 
midwives who are really fit for their 
duties, and whose character is above 


reproach is specially safeguarded in the 


Bill, and they will not be injuriously 

affected by its provisions. When this 

Bill was previously introduced in your 
2X2 
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Lordships’ House exception was taken 
to it on the ground that thers as not 
sufficient local control. That has now 
been amended by giving the County 
Councils a large power of supervision 
in cases in the country. These, broadly 
speaking, are the provisions of the Bill. 
I have no reason to suppose that any 
opposition to the Bill at this stage is 
likely to be encountered, and I think I 
shall be consulting the convenience of 
your Lordships by moving, without 
turther words, the Second Reading. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*. 
—(The Duke of Northumberland.) 


Lorp WELBY: My Lords, it is my 
intention to support this Bill, but I 
desire to draw the attention of the noble 
Duke in charge of the measure to one 
or two points which, I hope, may receive 
his attention before the Committee 
stage. The Bill gives very considerable 
powers to an independent Board which 
is to be created, including the power to 
take any proceedings that may be neces- 
sary under the Act. The Board will 
also have power to take certain fees 
from candidates for certificates. and to 
meet the expenses incurred out of the 
fees, but any balance of expenditure is 
to be charged on the rates. It is 
unusual to allow one body to spend 
money and then to hand the bill 
on to another body without any check 
or control. The expenditure of the 
Board has, | know, to be approved by 
the Privy Council, but that is an ap- 
proval after the expenditure has been 
legally incurred, and therefore the con- 
trol in that case is very imperfect. I 
would ask the noble Duke to consider 
before the Committee stage whether the 
control which is wanting here, and which 
I think he will agree with me is desir- 
able, for | am sure he is as anxious as [ 
am to avoid any unnecessary charge on 
the rates. 

THe Duke or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: Hear, hear! 


Lord WELBY: I would ask the 
noble Duke to consider whether this 
control could not be supplied by insert- 
ing in Clause 3 (Constitution and Duties 
of the Central Midwives Board), after the 
words “and generally to do any other 


The Duke of Northumberland. 


{LORDS} 





Bill. 


act or duty which may be necessary for 
the due and proper carrying out of the 
provisions of this Act” the words 
‘all questions of expenditure being sub- 
ject to the previous approval of the 
Privy Council.’” The Bill further pro- 
vides that. the Board shall appoint a 
Secretary, who is to be paid such salary 
as the Privy Council may approve. But 
that leaves the Board at-liberty to ap- 
point such other officers as it pleases, 
whose salaries may be a charge on the 
rates. 1 would suggest, in order that 
the local rate account may be safe- 
guarded, that the salaries of. the other 
officers to be appointed should also he 
subject to the approval of the Privy 
Council. 


THe Eart or HALSBURY: My 
Lords, I think there are much more 


serious objéctions to the Bill than the 
noble Lords seem to think. At the same 
time I do not undertake the responsi- 
bility of moving its rejection, because 
certain cases contemplated ‘by the Bill 
may require regulation. But I cannot 
help thinking that those who have 
drawn up the Billi apparently had in 
mind large centres of population pos- 
sessed of ample means for the purpose 
of obtaining medical assistance, and had 
not considered that in certain cases it 
may not be possible to get trained nurses. 
I am assured by the magistrates in five 
counties Laneashire, Worcestershire, 
Warwickshire, Sussex, and Surrey—that 
in small villages the persons who perform 
what is necessary, and in nine cases out 
of ten without skilled assistance, also per- 
form the functions of maid-of-all-work in 
the house during the few days in which 
the woman is unable to work for her- 
self. If the Bill in its present form 
passes into law, it will, I am told by 
correspondents, inflict an inconceivable 
amount of suffering on the very poor. 
One or two of those who have written to 
me live in a place ten miles from any 
medical man. [The noble and learned 
| Lord here read passages from the letter 
of a lady who had herself obtained a 
‘certificate and assisted in the nursing of 
the poor, and who protested against the 
Bill in its present form; and also from 
the letter of a Magistrate, who was in a 
position enabling him to form a good 
Judgment, stating that there was ver) 
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, serious objection to the Bill on. the part 
of the working population.} , As I have 
said, [am not going to move the rejec- 
tion. of this Bill, but I . thought 
your Lordships’ attention ought 
to be called to the evils that may arise, 
so that when the Bill is considered. in 

» Committee you may look at it with 
care and see that no injury is done to 
the poorer classes. 


THE LORD BISHOP or WINCHES- 
TER: My Lords, I think it would be a 
pity if on this question no voice was 
heard from the Episcopal Bench, firstly, 
because so large a portion of the time of 
most of us has been spent in direct 
contact with the working classes; and, | 
secondly, because of the close connection 
which has historically existed between 
the class of persons specially referred to 
in this Bill and the members of the 
Episcopal Bench. I do not know 
whether your Lordships are aware of 
the fact that for many centuries no 
woman could practice as a midwife with- 
out the direct sanction of the Bishop of 
the Diocese. Even in the life-time of 
some Members of your Lordships’ House 
it used to be part of the inquiry con- 
nected with the Bishop's visitation 
whether or not the midwives in the 
\parish were duly authorised. The form 
of the question put some eighty years 
ago by a ,predecessor of my own to 
every parish clergyman was— 


‘Doth any woman in your parish take upon 
herself to execute the office of midwife? Are 
they all licensed? Who is not?” 


1 refer to this merely as a curious in- 
cident in the history of this matter, 
which is remarkable for the wide swing 
of the pendulum from one extreme view 
to the other. Not many hundred years 
ago no medical man was allowed, in 
many parts of Europe, to be present at a_ 
birth. I was reading the account, the | 
other day, of times when a medical man 
who wished to investigate the subject 
‘clothed himself in woman’s dress so as 
to be surreptitiously present for the 
‘purpose of -scientific investigation. 
Even in the early part of the last 
century midwifery was treated ina much | 
‘less respectful manner in the Royal 
College of Surgeons than other scientific | 
matters that came before that body. 


{20 JUNE 


1902} Bill. 
Now we have gone to the very opposite 
extreme, and there are amongst the 
opponents of this Bill some who speak 
of the midwife as a person who practi- 
cally should not exist at all. A medical 
man who gave evidence before the 
recent Committee of the House of 
Commons said a midwife was— 
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**An obsolete individual, an anachronism, 

a relic of the Dark Ages.” 
The promoters of this Bill, one need 
hardly say, do not take either of these 
extreme views. We recognise, of course, 
the paramount necessity that in all ordin- 
ary circumstances there should bea ready 
appeal, at all events, to a fully trained 
medical man; but, at the same time, we 
recognise the natural—may we not say 
the wholesome—instincts which lead. so 
large a proportion of the mothers. of 
England of the poorer classes to prefer 
theaid of one of their own'sex whom they 
have reason to believe, rightly or wrongly, 
to be fairly well qualified to aid them in 
the time of their need. It is calculated 
that. 60 per cent. of the births that 
occur annually in England take place 
without the presence of a medical man. 
Recognising that desire on the part of 
mothers, we wish to do something which 
shall secure that the women who attend 
at such hours shall have at least some 
degree of competence for the task, and 
shall be under some sort of supervision 
as to the way in which they carry it 
out. 

In this connection we are not 
quite abreast of other countries. I 
believe I am right in saying that in 
France legislation was passed regulating 
this particular matter in 1803; in 
Belgium in 1818, and in Austria in 
1810. We alone among the nations 
of Europe have trusted to the common 
sense of those concerned, without inter- 
fering by means of legislative enactments. 
The evidence given before the Select 
Committee on Infant Life Protection, of 
which I had the honour to be a member, 
as to the mischief which took place from 
the incompetence of those who were pro- 
fessedly giving such help at that hour 
has impressed itself on the minds of 
practically all the coroners of England, 
and upon no small number of. the 
medical profession., And, though. all 
the doctors are not by any means 
agreed as to the way in which, the 
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wrong should be set right, they are 
unanimous as to the existence of the 
very grave evils which proceed from 
the lack of training on the part of 
these women. It was stated in evidence 
that at one of the great hospitals for 
women fully 25 per cent. of the cases 
were due to evils resulting from badly- 
managed confinements. Though it is 
subsidiary to the general question,- I do 
not wish to pass over the case of the very 
large number of girl mothers who are 
without homes, and who, through the 
fault of others far more than their own, 
are forced to seek help where they can 
find it in the hour of their direst need. 
What have these girls—and their number 
is enormous—to look to or to do? If 
you turn to a certain class of newspaper, 
you will find many advertisements of 
homes for this special purpose, each of 
which is said to be “under the manage- 
ment of” one who describes herself as a 
“ midwife.” That is not illegal ; it is not 
undesirable; something of the kind 
there must be. But is there any class 
of human beings, if we consider the 
circumstances, who more need to be 
inspected and supervised than those 
who are taking part in the bringing 
into the world of unwelcome children ? 
it needs no special knowledge to realise 
the possibility, nay the probability, of 
terrible evils of the vilest sort. There 
should be some kind of certification of 
such persons. 

It is, however, on far larger and 
more general grounds than that, that I 
join the noble Duke in asking your 
Lordships to read the Bill a second time. 
[ am not quite certain that I correctly 
caught the grounds on which the writers 
of the letters, which the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack quoted, 
based their objections to the Bill. What 
the Bill says is that from and after 
January Ist, 1910, no woman shall 
“habitually and for gain ’’ attend women 
in childbirth, unless she be certified 
under the Act. That does not prevent 
a neighbouring mother of experience 
rendering all the assistance in her power 
in the cases referred to. As to the 
observations of the Lord Chancellor 
that the Bill apparently had been drawn 
up by those who were unfamiliar with 
the needs of rural districts, I would 
point out that the Member who was 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester. 
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in charge of the Bill in the House of 
Commons represents a large rural con- 
stituency, and is, therefore, presumably 
in touch with the needs. of such com- 
munities. The Bill will effect a reform, 
not noisy or conspicuous, but sorely 
needed; a reform very far-reaching in 
its results, and one which affects the 
lives of both mothers and children in 
very many homes in England. If there 
are points, such as those to which your 
Lordships’ attention has been called by 
the Lord Chancellor, which can be met, 
the promoters of the Bill will, 1 am 
assured, be most glad to further their 
Amendment, so that the Bill may issue 
from the Committee in the best possible 
form. It is a matter which, in a very 
literal sense, concerns the life of thousands. 
“from the cradle to the grave.”’ 


Eart RUSSELL: My Lords, this isa | 
Bill which affects almost entirely the | 
poorer classes of this country, and the 
object of the promoters is,.1 take it, to 
avoid the misfortunes which occur at 


| childbirth owing to the operation being 


performed by unskilled and unsuitable 
persons. To that extent I imagine that 
the Bill commands general and univer- 
sal support, and I did not gather from 
the observations of the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsaek that he 
dissented from the principle of registra- 
tion suggested in the Bill. Of course, 
a great deal of the success of the mea- 
sure will depend on the way in whieh 
its details are made to work, and on 
the manner in which the Central Mid- 
wives Board, intended to be set up, 
carries out the duties that are imposed 
upon it. I do not myself see that the 
price which these women charge for 
their services need be materially in- 
creased by the operation of this Bill. 
If the Central Board takes the view, a 
I suppose it will, that it should place on 
the register as qualified midwives, not 
women who possess the necessary know- 
ledge to be medical practitioners or 
trained nurses, but women who are 
of cleanly habits, and have sufficient 
knowledge to attend cases of this des- 
cription without causing danger to life, 
it does not appear to me that the 
charges for their services need be 
materially increased, or that the num- 
ber of those who practice as midwives 
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need be materially diminished. I am 
glad to see that » a Bill, as amended in 
the other House, provides that at least 
two of the members of the Central 
Board must be women, for I regard it 
of great importance that women should 
be properly represented on a Board 
which is to control a matter of this 
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| unless approved by the General Medical 
Council. What possible reason is there 
for referring Rules framed by such a 
thoroughly competent body as this 
Central Midwives Board will be to the 
General Medical Council? No doubt 
the medical profession are anxious to 
have these cases within their cognisance, 





kind. In addition, the local control | but there are thousands of mothers in 
of the midwives has now been placed this country who cannot afford to 
under the County Councils. The Bill have a doctor on these occasions, and 
has met with opposition from some | upon whom this Bill would inflict the 
portions of the medical profession on | greatest possible hardships. To show 
the ground that it will give, as they! how stupid the Bill is I would call 
think, a status to these women which | attention to the Clause which provides 
will make them to some extent com-| that a midwife is not to attend abnormal 
petitors. I understand that doctors | cases. How is an unfortunate woman 
with small practices attend confinements to know whether a case is abnormal or 
now for 10s. 6d., and I think it will be| not? Many of the details in the Bill 
found that qualified midwives will still | require Amendment, and I hope these 
be able to charge small sums for their | points will be considered in Committee. 

attendance. The noble Duke will per- | 
haps explain in Committee the meaning *THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
of the two dates in Clause 1—1910 in | (Lord BaLrour of BURLEIGH): My Lords, 
the first Sub-section, and 1905 in the | there seems to be a general consensus of 
second Sub section — which I have not | opinion in favour of the Bill being read 
yet been able to make out to my satis-| a second time. Therefore, I shall not 
faction. I think the Bill is one which | trespass on the time of the House to 
should command general support; but |say anything on the general question. 


it is important to prevent the regula-| The various Amendments which have 
tions under it taking such a form as to | been foreshadowed may very well be left 
make it compulsory on the poorer | to be discussed when we reach the Com- 
classes to pay higher fees than they can mittee stage. I should not have risen now 


afford. | but for the speech of the noble Lord 
who has just sat down. The noble Lord 

Lorp THRING: My Lords, I agree | seemed to indicate that it would be 
with what was said by the noble and difficult for a woman in Cornwall to 
learned Lord on the Woolsack on this | Satisfy the Central Board in London of 
question, and I cannot help feeling that | her fitness to exercise this important 
the promoters of the Bill have entirely calling. If the noble Lord had paid the 
left out of account the country villages promoters the compliment of reading 
and small hamlets where surgical | the Bill with care he would have found 
assistance is very difficult to get and|in the third Clause that part of the 
trained nurses are out of the question. functions of the Central Board are to 
With regard to the registration of these @ppoint examiners and to decide upon the 
woman, no midwife can be admitted | placeswhere,andthetimes when, examina- 
under this Bill unless she produces tions shall be held. There is nothing 


satisfactory evidence to the Central | in the Bill to the effect that all the 
Board. How on earth is a poor woman ©Xaminations are to be held in London. 


in the extremity of Cornwall, forinstance, 
to produce satisfactory evidence to a Board 
in London ? Again, a guinea for registra- 


Lorp THRING: I was not referring 
|to the question of examinations, but to 
| the case of the existing midwives, who 


tion is an exorbitant sum to charge, and | are to be required to provide evidence, 
a sum which many poor women would | satisfactory to the Board, that at the 
find it absolutely impossible to pay. | passing of the Act they had been for at 
Then there is a Clause which provides | Jeast one year in bond fide practiee as 
that, when the Central Board has made | midwives, and that they bear goed 
Rules, those Rules are not to be passed | characters. 
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*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH:) 
No doubt it is right that those who are | 
at present in practice, so to speak, should | 
be tenderly dealt with, and that is the 
desire of the promoters of the Bill. 
There is no intention to interfere sud- 
denly with those who are qualified to 
carry on their occupation, but I am sure 
the House will agree that if a woman is 
not qualified it is in the public interest 
’ that she should be interfered with! The 
noble Lord opposite asked—How is an 
unfortunate woman to know that danger 
is likely to occur? The answer to that 
seems to me to be very clear and simple. | 
The purpose of the Bill is to ensure that 
women who act as midwives shall have | 
sufficient knowledge and training to 
know when to call in medical assistance. 
It is seven years since I had ‘the honour 
of moving the Second Reading of a 
similar Bill in your Lordships’ House. 
Since I have been a Member of the | 
Government I have not, of course, taken 
part in promoting the Bill or in agitating | 
for it, but I think I*may be allowed to 
express my satisfaction that, after all 
these years of agitation on the part of | 
those who are interested in the subject, 
there is now so good a prospect of legis- 
lation. I hope the Second Reading of 
the Bill will be agreed to and that it 
will be fully and carefully considered in 
Committee, for no more important and far- | 
reaching measure of social reform has | 
been before the House for a long time. 


Intoxicating Liquors 


| 


THE 


Duke or NORTHUMBER-. 
LAND: I sympathise most strongly 


with what the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack and Lord Thring said 
as to the position of women in rural 
districts, and I should certainly decline 
to support any measure which | thought 
would place them in a worse position. 
I think the clause in the Bill has been 
overlooked which provides that any | 
woman who, within two years from the | 
date of the Act coming into operation, | 
claims to be certified, shall be so certified | 
provided she hold a certificate in mid- | 
wifery from several bodies named, or 
such other certificate as may be approved 
by the Central Midwives Board, or pro- | 
duces evidence, satisfactory to the Board, 
that at the passing of the Act, she had been 
for at least one year in bond fide practice 
as a midwife, and that she bears a good | 
character. It is merely a question of | 
whether she has been in practice as a 


| 
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midwife and bears a good -character, and 
a letter from the squire, the parson, or 
the doctor of the village, to that effect 
would be considered satisfactory: evi- 
dence by the Central Board. The -noble 
Lord opposite complained that it was 
proposed to charge a guinea for regis- 
tration and that many women would 
be unable to afford this sum. The 
wording of the Bill is that the fee 
is not to exceed the sum of one guinea, 


|and it will be within the power of the 


Board to reduce that fee in accordance 
with the circumstances of the case. | 
may say that the promoters will be quite 
willing to accept any Amendments that 
will carry out the intention that the Bill 
should not bear harshly on those who 
carry on their avocation satisfactorily. 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2, 
and committed to a Committee of the 


| Whole House on Friday, the 4th of July | 
"next. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BILL. 


[SEconp. READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*Tue Eart or MAYO: My Lords, in 
moving the Second Reading of this Bill, 
I desire to say a few words in explana- 
tion of its object. The wholesale grant 
ing of licences in Ireland has become é 
positive scandal. The Magistrates- are 
canvassed, and when licences are to be 
granted they are brought from all parts 


of the county. The whole gist of the 


measure, which has passed the other 
House with the consent of all parties. i 
that no licences shall be granted for five 
years from the time of its passage, with 
the exception of certain cases in which 
exemption will be allowed. Under 
Clause 2 exemption will be allowed in 
the case of premises which are now 


licensed or which were licensed at any § 


time since January Ist, 1902; in the case 
of an hotel containing at least ten apart- 
ments set apart and used exclusively for 
the sleeping accommodation of travellers, 
and having no public bar for the sale of 
intoxicating liquors; and in the case of 
a railway refreshment room. Again, the 
premises to be licensed: in the | future 
must be valued- under the Irish Valus- 
tion Acts at not less than £30 for the 
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city. of Dublin and Dublin Metropolitan 


Police District and the city of Belfast ;._ 


£20 in. the cities of Cork, Limerick, 
Waterford, and Londonderry; £15 in 
the cities of Galway and Kilkenny ; £12 
.in any other city or town of over ten 
thousand inhabitants at the census ascer- 


(20 JUNE 1902} 


tained next preceding the application ;- 


-and £10 in all other places. Nothing in 
the Bill, however, will affect the law as 
to the transfer or assignment of licences 
from one person to another, or as to the 
renewal of licences. As I have said, all 
parties in the other House concurred in 
passing the measure. It is only a small 
Bill—a small step, but a step in the 
right direction. We seldom in Ireland 
agree upon any Irish Bill, and the 
fact that we have done so upon 
this matter will, I am sure, commend 
the Bill to your Lordships’ favourable 
consideration, 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 2*. 
—(The Earl of Mayo.) 


LorpD CLONBROCK: My Lords, I 
rise to support this Bill and to endorse 
the statement of my noble friend that it 
is a step in the right direction. I wish 
‘the measure had gone considerably 
further, and that means could have been 
found, not only to prevent an increase 
in the number of spirit licences in Ire- 
land, but to materially decrease their 
number. The increase that has lately 
taken place constitutes a grave public 
scandal, and I trust that the matter will, 
before long, engage the attention of the 
Legislature. In the meantime, this Bill, 
to which I hope your Lordships will 
assent, will prevent a further extension 
of the evil. 


*THE Eart' or CORK: My Lords, this 
Bill, though a very small one, will, in 
my opinion, effect a very great reform. 
Everyone who is acquainted with the 
small towns of Ireland must be aware of 


one surrender. 


the fact that the enormous number of | 
these licensed houses is a curse to the. 


‘country. Personally, I should like to see | 


passed a measure transferring the power 
of granting licences from the local magis- 
trates to other hands, but I do not think 
there is any prospect of that at present. 


Iam convinced that the Bill now before, 
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Ear GREY: My Lords, the noble 
Earl who is in charge of this Bill has 
informed your Lordships that the 
measure passed through the other House 
with-absolute unanimity. | think the 
fact that a Bill containing matters so 
doubly. contentious as that of Ireland 
and liquor should come to us in: so 
peaceful a garb, is matter for. congratu- 
lation. I do not wish to strike a note 
of discord.in regard to a measure upon 
which all parties in Ireland appear. to: be 


agreed, but I hope your Lordships. will 


bear with me a few moments in view of 


‘the fact that I have, during the past 


year, devoted a considerable amount oi 
energy and time to the endeavour to 
erect a ring fence round existing licences 
in Great Britain by the establishment of 
powerful Trust Companies which shall 
be able to accept and manage, in the 
interest of the community, every new 
licence which the licensing authorities 
may think it desirable to create. The 
provisions which the noble Earl relies 
upon for securing that the new licences 
shall come into respectable hands do not, 
in my opinion, go far enough. I under- 
stand that the licensing authorities will 
have power under the Bill to grant new 
licences in districts where there has been 
an increase of not less than 25 per cent. 
of the population according to the last 
census. Let us assume that the increase 
has taken place. The only other pro- 
vision is that the applicant shall put in 
I call that a most in- 
sufficient precaution. It is well known 
that new licences in growing com- 
munities havea very large value; they 
are worth, in many cases, thousands of 
pounds, and there is no security that 
the applicant who gets the new licence 
shall be a respectable man by the fact 
that he is required to put in the 
surrender of a house which may be 
obtained in the market for a very few 
pounds. What is wanted is that the law 
should make it impossible for magistrates 
to grant a new licence to a_ private 
individual for his personal gain. I, 
therefore, give notice that, in Committee, 
I shall move an Amendment to Clause 4, 
which will add a proviso, under which it 


| will be necessary that an applicant .to 


obtain a licence should be nominated by 


the House will. prove a most beneficial 2 Trust Company, under whose Articles 
Act of Parliament. | 


| of Association the man in charge of the 
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public-house shall have no interest in,{ Tar UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE. 
and receive no profit from, the retail sale | ron WAR (Lord RAGLAN): The Question 
of intoxicating liquors. really refers more to the subject of 
; ‘ ; | breeding horses than to that of remounts,. 

Ts — be seg cag I wish to | and perhaps the noble Lord would have 
oo of She Tee Soverument, got a more satisfactory answer if he had 
that there isno objection whatever to the addressed his Question to the Board of 
Bill. Indeed, as the noble Earl has | Agriculture. The War Office, of course,. 


truly stated, the condition of affairs in | receive reports from the officers and 


Ireland has become so serious that it is | those engaged in the purchase of 


desirable the Bill should pass, and I hope | : 

; Yeap age | remounts, but these reports are entirely 
your Lordships will give it a Second | drawn up from the point of view of the- 
Reading. I trust that the noble Earl | horse purchaser, and not of the horse. 
will be prepared to accept some Amend- }recder We have supplied the Board 
hobalf ee = a, put forward on | o¢ Agriculture with information as to. 
a Bodh pote rs ae d — | the specification of the horses which are 

) Ld 3 4 
that he will defer that stage till after Tequiredfor Army purposes in Peace as 
the Coronation recess. turally anxious to do anything we can 
On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2*, eee ed age agg 
and committed to a Committee of the *° ®Ss8t in improving ~ one 2 
whole House on Thursday the 3rd of | 
July next. 


information in our power. It is impos- 
sible, however, for us to publish the: 
HORSE-BREEDING FOR MILITARY _ reports as a whole, but if there is any 
PURPOSES. particular point as to which the noble: 
Lorp BARNARD: My Lords,I beg Lord can make any magn I will. 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for see if the information can be supplied. 
War whether the War Office receives 
reports from the officers engaged in CREMATION BILL [u.t.). 
purchasing remounts and other horses Commons’ Amendments considered 
~ military — at — places - (according to order). 
this country, and, 1f so, whether in the = g 
interests of egriculturists and horse-| LORD MONKSWELL, who was in 
breeders, those reports, or summaries of Charge of the Bill, said that, as the Bill. 
them, can be made public. This Question left their Lordships’ House, Clause 5 
ought, perhaps, more properly to have provided that no crematorium should be 
been addressed to the representative of constructed nearer to a dwelling-house- 


the Board of Agriculture, but I have than 200 yards, but the Commons had 
not been able so far to find out who altered this distance to 500 yards. He: 


represents that Department in vour had received a communication from the 
Lordship’s House. fy was much struck Home Office that the Home Secretary 
by the statement in the official reports Preferred that the distance should stand. 
of Col. Birkbeck, Inspector of Remounts, 4 200 yards. He moved to disagree 
that British horses had proved far With the Commons’ Amendment. 
superior in South Africa to those pro- , 

ana elsewhere, and I think it 4 to _Lorp BELPER explained that the 
be regretted that nothing has been done Home Secretary regarded the Commons 
to induce agriculturists in this country Amendment as likely to cause i a 
to breed horses for military purposes. S¢Tious difficulty in some cases in the 
A great many farmers are ignorant on Way of securing a suitable site. 

this subject, and there is a disinclina- | On question, Motion agreed to. 

tion to breed horses suitable for such 
purposes. It is with a view to ascertain; Lorp MQNKSWELL called attention. 


whether they should be told that it is not to the fact that in Clause 7, after the: 


worth their while to breed such horses, wordg‘‘ Act” in line 33, the Commons 
or whether they should be encouraged had inserted an Amendment providing: 
to do so, that I desire to obtain that all statutory provisions relating t 
information. ‘the keeping and destruction and 


Earl Grey . 





horse breeding in this country with any | 
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1249 Freshwater Fish (Scotland) Bill. 1250- 
falsification of registers of burials should) Amendment moved-— 

apply to a register under this Act | ‘To leave out the words from ‘except,’ in 
as if it were a register of burials. | line 13, to ‘persons’ in line 14, and to insert 


t had been pointed out to him by the | @fter the words ‘other fishing’ in line 15, the 
— Office oe the word on es » | Word ‘except in ponds or lochs exclusively 
Ping | belonging to such persons.’”—(The Earl of 


ought to be omitted from the Amendment, | Galloway.) 
because the mode in which registers of 
burials were kept was not applicable to) Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
cremations. For instance, in the register | hope the House will not be led away by 
of burials one of the matters that had to | the noble Earl and accept this Amendment. 
be entered was the place of burial, and it | The noble Earl is correct in saying that this. 
would be absurd to insist on that being | provision was not in the Bill when it. 


{20 JuNE 1902} 





inserted in a cremation register. He | 
therefore moved to omit the words. 
| Standing Committee in the other House 
and carried against the representative of 


“keeping and” from the Commons’ 


Amendment. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


reason to be offered to the; Commons for 
the disagreement to the Commons’ Amend- 


ment to Clause 5 ; the Committee to meet | 


forthwith ; Report from Committee of 
reason prepared by them; read, and 


agreed to; and a message sent to the. 


Commons to return the said Bill with the 
Amendments and reason. 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order). 


Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


THE Eart or GALLOWAY agreed as 
10 the necessity of the Bill, but said that 
when it was in the other House words 
were inserted which seriously affected the 
rights of private individuals, As the 
Clause at present stood the right to carry 
on what was known as double rod fishing, 
or cross line fishing, or set lines, or other 
fishing, was taken away from persons even 
in ponds or lochs exclusively belonging to 
such persons. He contended that this 
was a piece of Socialistic legislation. In 
several lochs which he owned it was 
impossible to catch a single fish without | 
employing these instruments, in connection 
with the use of which there was no cruelty | 
whatever. They might just as well pass | 
an Act to prevent people shooting with | 
two guns. He held that in a free country 
everyone should be allowed to do what he 
liked with his own, so long as he did not 
interfere with the comfort of others. 


' majority. 
. , Proprietors the same restrictions as to- 
A Committee appointed to prepare a | ats 


referred to. The 
_ stands is in the nature of a compromise- 


was first introduced. It is the result of 
an Amendment which was moved in the 


Government by a considerable- 
The provision placed upon 


the 


fishing by methods, which, by a previous. 
Act, were declared illegal on the part of 
others than owners, and I ventured to- 
say on the Second Reading of the Bill, 
that to this no great exception need be- 
taken. The Government, however,. 
thought it necessary to preserve to pro- 
prietors the limited power of netting, 
which I confess seems to me the only 
power which even they would really 
desire to maintain. The effect of the 
Amendment, if the House were to agree 
to it, would be to restore the right of 
double rod fishing, or cross line fishing, 
or set lines or other fishing in enclosed 
waters. I think myself that it is 
extremely desirable that these methods. 
of fishing should die out altogether. 
They are not, in my opinion at anyrate,. 
of the nature of sport, and | think it 
will cause a great deal of jealousy and 
friction if these powers are preserved 
when a Bill of this kind is being passed. 
The object is to preserve trout for 
legitimate fly fishing, and if it is necessary 
to take them by other means, surely it is 
better to adopt the net than to per- 
petuate the other forms of fishing: 
Clause as it now 


and I think it would be wise of the- 
House to allow it to pass in the form in 
which it is now presented. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Tae EarRt or CAMPERDOWN said 
that so far as he could see the Bill 
referred solely to trout. That being so, 
why call it a Freshwater Fish Bill? If. 
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the measure referred to other fish than | 


trout, he thought there was a good deal 
of force in what had been said by the 
- noble Earl who moved the Amendment. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: If 
the noble Ear! will propose in the Stand- 
ing Committee a title which he thinks 
will be more appropriate, I shall be most 
happy to consider it. 


THe Ear or GALLOWAY said that 
in} most lochs in Scotland there were 
innumerable quantities of trout and 
pike, and the only way in which the pike 
could be kept down was by setting lines. 
If this was made illegal the pike would 
' get the upper hand, with the result that 
the trout would be _ considerably 
diminished. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
do not think there is any provision in 
the Bill against setting lines for pike. 


THE Ear, or CAMPERDOWN signi- 
fied his intention of moving, in the 
Standing Committee, that the title of 
the measure should be altered to Trout 
-(Scotland) Bill. 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 


Lord NEWTON thought Clause 3, 
which provided that no person should 
use dynamite or other explosive to 
catch or destroy fish, was open to some 
objection. A person owning a pond 
which was infested with perch or pike, 
might be anxious to destroy them, but 
under the Bill he would be subject to 
penalties if he used explosives for that 
purpose. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 

I think anyone who attempts to destroy 
one kind of fish by dynamite and 
wishes the dynamite to differentiate 
between the fish he desires to destroy 
and the fish he does not desire to destroy, 
will find himself very much mistaken. 
It is extremely likely that it would 
: destroy all the fish in the pool. I am 
confident that the destruction of fish by 
dynamite is a proceeding which would 

be condemned by this House. 


The Earl of Camperdown. 


(Scotland) Bill. 1 1252 


Lorp NEWTON $said there might 
be no trout in the pond at all, and the 
owner might wish to destroy the coarse 
fish in order to introduce trout. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
The risk of dynamite being used 
improperly and illegally, as it sometimes 
is, is so great that it ought to be prevented 
altogether. If coarse fish have to be 
taken out of a pond, surely that can be 
effectively done by means of netting. 


Clause 3, agreed to. 
Clause 4: 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN asked 
for an explanation of this Clause, which 
appeared to apply to salmon fishing. 


Lorp BALFOUR or 
The river Esk and some of its tributaries 
are partly in England and partly in Scot- 
land, and the jurisdiction is therefore 
divided between the English and Scottish 
authorities. This Clause was put in to save 
the rights and priviliges of the Board of 
Trade, who regulate English fisheries, as 
distinct from the Scottish authorities 
who regulate Scottish fisheries. It is an 
agreed Clause, to which no objection 
has been taken. 

Clause 4 and remaining Clauses agreed 
to. 

Bill reported without Amendment, and 
recommitted to the Standing Committee. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Report from the Committee of Selection 
for the Standing Committee that they 
have added the Lord Stewart of Garlic 
(E. Galloway) to the Standing Committee: 

read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
House adjourned at a quarter pas 
Six o'clock to Monday next. 4 
quarter before Eleven o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Friday, 20th June, 1902. 





BURLEIGH: f»,, 


hep 
Peti 
ase 
he 

heat 
rhic 
omy 


Peti 
case 
the | 


pliec 


two t 
Orde 


t 
Sle 


BI 


Le 


are 


GR 








IGH: 
used 
etimes 
vented 
to be 


san be 


oC 
oO 


asked 
which 


ig. 
5 


EIGH: | 


utaries 
n Scot 
erefore 
scottish 
to save 
oard of 
ries, as 
horities 
It is an 
jection 


agreed 


ant, and 
amittee, 


election 
at they 
Garlies 
amittee : 
ible. 


arter past 
ay next. 4 
n o'clock. 


INS. 


he clock. 





1253 






Returns, 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER’ BILLS [Lorps] 
ORDERS APPLICABLE | 


(STANDING 

THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Yetitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ase of the following Bill, originating in 
he Lords, and referred on 
teading thereof, the Standing Orders 
rhich are applicable thereto have. been 
omplied, viz. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
(Lords. | 

Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING | 


ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the 
ase of the Petition for the following Bill, 
the Standing Orders have not been com- 


jlied with, viz: 


Fleetwood Urban District Council Bill. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 
FLEETWOOD URBAN DISTRICT 


COUNCIL. 
Petition for Bill; referred to the 
Slect Committee on Standing Orders. 


BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION BILL, 
ERDINGTON TRAMWAYS BILL. 


{20 June 1902} 


the First | 


Table 
A keport from one of the Examiners of 





Reports, ete. 1254 
MESS AGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to— 


Broadstairs Gas Bill, with Amend- 


ments. 


Amendments to 





Lancashire County 


(Lunatie Asylums) Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 
Mr. Compron Ricketr reported from 


the Committee on Group 8 of Railway 
-Bills ; that for the convenience of parties 
the 


Tuesday next, at Eleven of the clock. 


Committee had adjourned unti! 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions against, from Cricklewood ; 
Lancashire and Cheshire; Stockton; 
Thirsk ; Barnsley ; Leicester ; Runcorn : 


and Barrow-in-Furness ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND 


BILL, 
Petition from Tadcaster, for alteration : 


AND WALES) 


to lie upon the Table 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILLIE. 
Petition from London and other places, 


against ; to lie upon the Table. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 
Petition from Cheltenham, in favour: 


Lords Amendments considered, and | to lie upon the Table. 


areed to. 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [Lorps], 
RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the third time, and passed with 
amendments. 


RICKMANSWORTH GAS BILL [Lorps]. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
he third time. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
oe upon the Table, and to be printed. 








VIVISECTION, 
Petition from Bristol and Clifton, for 
prohibition ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 


Copy presented, of Returns relating to 
the Council up to 31st Mareh, 1902, with 


| Estimate of Expenditure for the year 


ending 3lst March, 1903 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 228.] 
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GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1)-} 
BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto | 
‘{ordered 19th June ; Mr. Gerald Balfour); 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882to | 
| ment of Mr. Stubbs, late overseer in the 


1890 (PROCEEDINGS). 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1256 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Board of Works—Retirement of Mr, 
Stubbs. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether the compulsory retire. 


mn presented, of Report by the | employment of the Irish Board of Works, 
0 


f Trade respecting the applica- | 
tions to and proceedings of the Board of | 
Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, | 
1882 to 1890, during the past year [by | 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 230.] | 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 


Account presented, of the receipt and | 


-expenditure under the Seamen’s Fund 
Winding-up Act, from Ist January to | 
31st December, 1901 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. | 
231.] 


IMPERIAL SERVICE FORCE (EAST 
INDIA). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
J ngoseong 10th March ; Mr. Schwann]; to 


ie upon the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ire- 
land, appointing the places at which 
- examinations shall be held for 1902 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ire- 
land determining the number of centre 





superintendents to be appointed for the 
examinations, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. | 


was due to any misconduct or irregu- 
larity on his part in connection with his 
duties as an officer of the Board of 
Works. 


(Answer.) The supervision exercised by 
Mr. Stubbs had for some time past been 
unsatisfactory. The Board of Works 
took the most favourable view of this 
fact by attributing it to his physical 
condition.—( Treasury.) 


Navy—Armour Plate Contracts—Sheffield 
Manufacturers. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 


| Central): To ask the Secretary to the 


Admiralty whether he is aware that 
distress prevails at the present time 
among the workers in the heavy trades 
of Sheffield, owing to the lack of armour 
plate orders; and whether, having 
regard to the expenditure of capital by 
firms in the iron trade in the construc- 
tion of plant at the instance of the 
Government, he will expedite the call 
for tenders for the armour plating of 
ships under coustruction. 


(4dnswer.) Representations have been 
made to the Admiralty that the un- 
avoidable delay in sidne the new 
orders for armour has had the unfor- 
tunate effect stated. The tenders for 
the armour of the battleships of the 
“King Edward VII.” class have already 
been received, and three Sheffield firms 


| have been informed that orders will be 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
LANCASTER). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the County of Lan- | 
caster, redividing the Heywood, Ince, | 
Stretford, and Westhoughton Parliamen- 
tary Divisions into convenient polling 
- districts [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 





placed with them provided they can 
,name satisfactory dates for delivery 


under the required conditions. The 
final placing of these orders will there- 
fore be effected almost immediately. 
Tenders for armour for the new cruisers 
now under construction will also be in- 
vited within the next few days.— 
(Admiralty.) 
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Coronation — 


Supply— {20 JUNE 1902} 


"s Reception of | well as could be expected. He had often 
isitors. | spoken on questions of naval reform and 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): | naval efficiency, and up to now he had 
To ask the Secretary of State for India, | always asked for money, but today he 
if he will say whether the expenditure did not ask for a single extra shilling. 
which is being incurred in the prepara-| What he wanted particularly to call 
tion at the India Office for the occasion | attention to was the want of organisa- 
of His Majesty the King’s reception on _tion and the lack of efficiency in the 
4th July, will be defrayed from Corona-| force which we had paid for. He 
tion or other Treasury grants or charged would like to impress on the members of 
to the revenues of India. | the Committee that this was essentially 
_a National, not a Party, question; and, 


Navy Estimates. 1258 


(Answer.) The expenditure to which | 
this Question refers will be charged to | 
the revenues of India.—(India Office). 


—_—— 


SUPPLY [13Tx ALLOTTED DAY}. 
Considered in QDommittee :— 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowraer (Cumberland, | 
Penrith) in thejChair. } 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That a sum, not exceeding £294,300, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Expenses of the Admiralty Office, which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1903.” 


, administered. 


(12.8.) Logp CHARLES BERESFORD | 
(Woolwich), who had on the Paper a 
Motion to reduce the Vote by £100, 
said he had placed the notice on the 
Paper in order to call attention to the | 
state of the administration of the) 
Admiralty, or rather the want of system, | 


indeed, the question of the efficiency of 
the Navy was one which they should 


| approach calmly and deliberately, as free 
as possible from exaggeration. 
_been charged with exaggeration, but 
| nobody had ever said in what particular 
| he had exaggerated, and he denied that 
_he had ever exaggerated in any state- 


He had 


ment which he had put before the 
country. The system under which we 
laboured was,,jhe maintained, a rotten 
one, and that had been established by 
the inquiries which had been held. 
Whenever the experts’ views had been 
made public, most glaring faults had 
been disclosed in our Navy. For this, 
however, he did not blame the Govern- 
ment or the people; the evil was due to 
the system under which the Navy was 
If further proof that the 
system was rotten were needed, it was 
supplied by the fact that every increase 
and improvement of the Fleet had been 
brought about by public agitation and 
by the Press, and the outside pressure of 
public opinion. Curiously enough, the 
agitation had been about equal with 





10 which he attributed all their lack of | both political Parties. Every one knew 
reparation, as well as a great deal of the | that if they got a large sum of money 
«xtravagance and the mismanagement. | Under panic, they got the worst article 
The Committee was well aware that on | at the highest price. The first agitation 
the sufficiency and efficiency of the | W48 in 1877, when £6,000,000 were 
3ritish Navy the existence of the Empire Voted for the Fleet, owing to the Russo- 
depended. “He should not enter into the | Turkish war. The money was entirely 
irst question, because he might be called | for the preparation for war of a force 
10 order, and also because he thought | which the Ministry of the day had said 
che Government were doing all that they | ¥4S efficient. That was an agitation 
could with regard to shipbuilding. He under a Tory Government. The next 
did not say for one moment that the  4gitation arose in 1884-85, in connection 
fleet was strong enough, but still, | with the Penjdeh _ incident, when 
under the conditions which obtained | £8,000,000 were obtained. That agita- 
at the present moment, and in view of the | tion was conducted by city meetings, and 
fact that owing to the South African the Press supported the agitation. A 
war they were spending large sums of Liberal Government was in power, and 
money in other directions, he was pre- | @ few days before the money was asked 
pared to admit that they were doing as for, the first Lord of the Admiralty of 
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that day stated that the Navy was so | of the Mediterra nean Fleet now, in June, 
efficient that if he had £2,000,000 given | 1902, with what it was at this time. 
him heshould not know how toexpend it. last year. There were now thirteen 
By the agitation of 1888-89, which was | battleships in the Mediterranean against 
also started by commercial committees, ten at this time last year, and six of 
the Press, and the public, £21,000,000 | those thirteen were modern ships. 
were got out of the taxpayers. This | Those thirteen ships were all ready to. 
agitation was interesting, by reason of | fight an action; but at this time last 
the fact thatthe First Lord of that day | year, although there were nominally 
announced that all the statements made ten battleships in the Mediterranean, 
as to the weakness of the Fleet were | there were in reality only eight, because- 
grossly exaggerated; but within twelve | one ship was always under six months’ 
weeks of that time he asked for | repair, and another was generally under 
£21,000,000, in order to put the Fleet | six weeks’ repair. Moreover, the torpedo. 


into an efficient condition of strength. | catchers were more than double the 


|strength now that they were this 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun-| date last year. This was information 
dee): Is the noble Lord speaking of which could be obtained from the 
the Naval Defence Act ? |“ Navy List.” He could not mention 

| the question of stores, which were 80 

*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD) per cent. better than they were, because 
said he was referring to the Naval De-| he had obtained his information in his 
fence Act. The Unionists were in power | official capacity in the Mediterranean. 
then. He believed that by the next | But he mentioned coal in the speech 
agitation, of 1897, that the Navy ob-| he had made. The quantity of coal 
tained £11,000,000, although there was | we had for the Navy was well known 
no clear documentary evidence to show | to every foreigner in the Mediterranean. 
what the Navy did receive. That | The pe # people who did not know were 
agitation was also brought about by city | our own captains of ships. He had some 
meetings, the Piess, and the anxiety of | difficulty in getting the amount of coal, 
the public, and it was noticeable for the | although he was second-in-command. 
fact that the Chancellor of the Exchequer, | While he was sitting in a club at Malta, 
a few weeks before, had declared that|one of the foreign Consuls said the 
the Navy was thoroughly efficient, and | Mediterranean Fleet was inefficient. As. 
he had to take back that expression, he was a foreigner he told him that 
because the whole Board of Admiralty the Mediterranean Fleet would beat 
said they would resign if he did not any other fifty fleets. The Consul did 
modify what he had declared. The next not agree with that naturally, so he 
agitation, that of 1901, was much derided | asked him in what particular our fleet 
by certain people in the country, | was inefficient, and in reply he was 
who said it was a panic agitation, told to one ton the quantity of coal 
and was unnecessary, but it was|that was in store at Malta. The fleet 
a remarkable agitation. The Govern- |then in the Mediterranean would have 
ment of the day had been in power for | exhausted the coal there in a few weeks; 
five years, they had an enormous| but in the event of war the number 
majority, and they had, what they had | of ships would have been doubled, so 
now, an Admiralty second to none they could imagine the state that the 
in ability. The agitation was not for! coal supply was in. That showed that 
the expenditure of money, but for find-| the agitation was justified, and it 
ing the essentials necessary to enable certainly brought about certain im- 
the Fleet to take action at all; the! provements in the fighting essentials 
demand was for a larger supply of stores | necessary to keep the fleet in proper 
and for the strengthening of the Fleet in | condition. He had been told that coal 
the Mediterranean. The statements in | deteriorated if it was put in store. The 
regard to the Mediterranean Fleet | coal supply was made out, not according 
made by the people who took up this| to the requirements of the Fleet, but 
agitation were absolutely correct. That according to the space available for 


could be proved bycomparing the strength | storing it. Now the Government had 
Lord Charles Beresford. 
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bought up an enormous quantity of | less, to sacrifice themselves in order to 
eel = one going to # sey a — get —_ ge That pe very 
of coal into a proper state. ey | bad system. His experience of the ser- 
kept enough for a year’s consumption | vice for forty-three years had been that 
it would not deteriorate. His hon. commanders-in-chief, at nearly every 
friend would say they were putting station, had spent more than half their 
more coal at Malta because they had | time writing home to the Admiralty 
a larger fleet, but he would find that | asking for some essential to enable them 
the Government were, in proportion, | to fight their fleet at all. He hoped when 
putting a great deal more coal there | his hon. friend answered, he would adopt 
than was justified by the increase of ih.p | his own method when he was an ardent 
owing to the increase of the Fleet. | reformer, and would not adopt the 
Only one os eager» added se | attitude—he ee et ‘a _ it 
the fleets of foreign Powers in the | yet—of an apologetic official. All these 
Mediterranean since this time last year, | increases had been clearly the result of 
and, therefore, our Fleet ought to have outside agitation, and the system must 
been stronger at this time last year. | be rotten on the face of it which re- 
The fleets which might be opposed to | quired outside’ agitation for the attain- 
us were in an extremely efficient con-| ment of the proper standard. As The 


‘dition at this time last year in regard | Times had well said, it was a system 


to stores, and particularly in regard to | full of ‘shams, unrealities, and make- 
coal. shifts.” He subscribed to that doctrine 

He might be met by the argument in its entirety. As to efficiency, if the 
—and it was not a very generous | fleet were ten times as large, and were 
one—that he knew the Government not efficient, it would not be able to 
were going to get things right, and, | carry out its duties. Both the Front 
therefore, he took up the agitation. | Benches always contended that the ser- 
Well, all reformers must expect a blow | vices were efficient; and the First Lord 
on the nose, but he objected to that|of the Admiralty had only recently 
line of argument. Surely the country | asserted that the Navy was efficient. 
had a right to know what was going | He demurred to that statement. The 
to be done. Of course, he knew that | greatest danger to the country was a 
the state of affairs had improved, but the | large and inefficient fleet, as it invited a 
value of the agitation was, that it forced | confidence not justified merely by its 
the Admiralty to supply the essentials | numerical strength alone. It was an 
to enable the fleet to go into action if | absolute waste of money, for it could not 
required, and it was now in a much | perform the duties required of it. Where 
better condition. He knew, too, that | were the Reserves for the Navy? We 
the Government had taken up the ought to have 80,000. We had really 
guestion of constructing a breakwater | 20,000, for of the nominal 43,000 one- 
at Malta, although he had said nothing | half would have to be drawn into the 
publicly about it, for the simple rea- | first fighting line to fill the ships. That 
son that it would cost £1,000,000 or) was a crying danger to the State. One 
£2,000,000. It was very necessary, a pe our possible enemies had a reserve 
doubt, but not half so necessary as the | of 80,000 of the very best men, who had 
essentials of coals and stores for the | all gone through the Fleet. We were 
fleet, on which he had said a great deal. a nation which absolutely lived on the 
What did the real responsible author-| sea, as we were continually reminded, 
ities in the Mediterranean Fleet say with and yet this was the condition of our 
regard to the fighting strength of the | naval Reserves! Then, the state of the 
Navy? He was not responsible; he was | engine - room department was more 
exceeding his duty in mentioning the dangerous than that of the Reserves. 
thing at all, even officially. He was| At this moment it was some thousands 
only second in command, and he was short of the proper standard at the 
there to obey. But hon. Members well three great naval arsenals. Instead of 
knew that under our system in both | being short now, we ought to have an 
services, officers had continually to | enormous engine-room reserve, because 
threaten to resign, and had, more or| these were the men on whom the fleet 
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would have to depend in case of war. | of coal in the Mediterranean last year } 
Yeomanry and camel corps might be | No one. We should go blundering on 
improvised, but these skilled artificers in this way until some one was made 
could not be improvised. We had new | responsible for the efficiency of the 
boilers which depended for their efficiency | services. He could see the right hon. 
on trained stokers, as had been proved in | Gentleman opposite smiling at the idea. 
the Mediterranean. Without trained | 

stokers these boilers were not only use-| Sir H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN 
less, but dangerous. On the stokers (Stirling Burghs): No. 

and engineer officers an admiral must | 


depend for putting his fleet in a position 
of advantage; and if he could not do 
that, however large the fleet, he would 
lose the action with the greatest 
certainty. In regard to secondary 


armament, we used to have the best in| 


the world. But now the French had a 


6°5 quick-firing gun, while the Ameri-| 
{** Order, order !’’] 


cans 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The noble Lord | 


seems to be travelling over the whole 
field of the Navy Estimates. 
to see how he can make that relevant 
to this Vote. What he must show is 
that there is some inherent deficiency in 


the Board of Admiralty which is respon-| 


sible for the circumstances to which he 
refers. Otherwise the noble Lord can- 
not go into the question of the size of 
the guns, for example. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD said | 


that it was by the very constitution of 
the Board that these 
allowed to occur. That was his conten- 
tion. 
who was responsible for making out the 
full requirements of the service. Still, 
he thought he had said quite enough. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN said that, if the. 
noble Lord had stated that at first, he. 


should not have interrupted him. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD said | 


that all the things which he had mentioned 
were the results of there being no one 


directly responsible for the efficiency of | 


the Navy. A Navy four times as large 
would be of no use unless 


fighting purposes. He would not be in 


order, perhaps, in referring to the Army. | 
A Government was turned out because | 
there was no cordite; and afterwards it | 


was discovered that there were no guns. 


Who was responsible for the shortness | 


Lord Charles Beresford. 


I fail | 


things were) 


There was no one at the Board | 


it was | 
thoroughly efficient in all its details for | 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD said 
| he begged the right hon. Gentleman's 
|pardon; he thought it was a smile. 
Though the occupants of both tront 
Benches were opposed to him, he could 
submita plan in which they would admit 
there was some force. The Budget for 
Naval defence should be made up on 
_ three considerations—financial, political, 
‘and efficiency, based on the whole 
requirements of the service. But, 
'though the first two were taken into 
account, the last was really not taken 
into account at all. The South African 
|war glaringly proved that efficiency as 
_a@ whole was never considered. With 
financial and political considerations the 
experts had nothing to do; but they 
| knew what the requirements of the case 
were for efficiency. He wished to see 
some proportion observed between these 
three sets of considerations. If the 
| latter were taken into account at all, the 
Army would not be found to be without 
cordite and guns, or the Mediterranean 
| Fleet without coal and stores. Expert 
opinion given before the different 
Commissions proved what he said. Sir A. 
Hood stated the requirements necessary 
for a fleet to fight were never made out at 
‘all. Sir A. Hoskins stated in evidence that 
in the event of shortness of coal it would 
be an act of patriotism, but not an act of 
duty, to call attention to the deficiency, 
_as the Cabinet was responsible. That 
responsibility was not worth a crack of 
the fingers in the face of disaster to the 
Fleet. He wished to see at the Admir- 
alty a thinking department, or general 
staff, which would make out the whole 
requirements of the case and submit 
them to the political and financial 
authorities. He wished to divorce the 
business part of the Admiralty from that 
part on which the fighting efficiency 
depended. The administrative faculty 
‘should be absolutely separate from the 
executive faculty, but at present they 
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were mixed up. The House of Commons 
must be the supreme judge, but now 
the House had not the facts to adjudi- | 
cate on. 
they wanted, and why they wanted it ; 

and submit the demand to the ad- 
ministrative portion of the Admiralty. 
That was not done now, and could not 
be, or there would not be a shortness of 
cordite guns and coal. 


Siz H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Let me interpolate this with regard to) 


the question of small arms ammunition. 


The experts were Satisfied in the case of | 


cordite. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): No, no. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: Iam | 
delighted to hear the right hon. Gentle- 
man say that the experts were satisfied. 
But then, why did not you hang the ex- 
pert that gave you the false information ? 


Sir H,. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The noble Lord speaks of political 
considerations. I do not know what he 
means by that, I am not aware of any 
political consideration. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I 
will explain that presently. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The noble Lord complains that the pro- 
fessional advisers of Ministers have now 


no opportunity of stating what they | 


believe to be necessary for the services. 
I only wished to say that in the case he 
refers to, those requirements had been 
met to the satisfaction of the experts. 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE: No, no. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Not to the satisfaction of my right hon. 
friend, but he was not my adviser. 


the provision that was made. [Sir 
CuaRLES Dike: No.] It was not for | 
the right hon. Baronet to advise me. 
He was not my professional adviser. I 
state the thing on my own knowledge. 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE: If the Chair- 
man will allow me presently, I will give 
the words used by the professional 
advisers as stated in this House. 


{20 JUNE 1902} 


Let the experts state all that | 


My | 
professional advisers were satisfied with | 
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| *Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD said 
‘that the right hon. Gentleman had 
|rather strengthened the case he was 
endeavouring to make by the explana- 
‘tion just made. According to the right 
hon. Gentleman an expert gave false 
‘information and yet was not held 
responsible. He maintained that the 
point he was making was clear—that 
the experts in both departments had 
| never been set down at a table and asked 
'to make out the whole requirements of 
the case. This defect had been shown 
every time that we had been involved in 
war. He could not, of course, speak 
about the Army; but in respect of the 
Navy, both Lord Hood and Sir Anthony 


| Hoskins had said so in their evidence 
| before a Commission. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: In what 
year ? 


*LorD CHARLES BERESFORD: Oh, 
I wish that I had brought all my books 
with me. Before Lord Randolph 
Churchill’s Committee on Naval Ad- 
ministration. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON. 


teen years ago! 


Four- 


*LorD CHARLES BERESFORD: Yes ; 
but he must go back to prove his case. 
The Leader of the Opposition had asked 
what he meant by political considera- 
tions. Well, he could give a very good 
illustration. Lately this country had 
entered into an alliance with Japan, and 
this was a political consideration which 
did not necessitate our having an 
‘enormously strong fleet in China. It 
'was a splendid alliance, because it con- 
ferred upon us a great power in that 
part of the world with the fleet of 
another great nation, with its harbours 
and its stores. That was what he meant 
by a political consideration, and it was 
/a@ necessary consideration with regard to 
| the efficiency of the Fleet. Why were the 
|two Front Benches so afraid of getting 
‘the opinions of experts? Was it because 
| they were afraid that the experts would 
'ask for too much money? Very likely 
| they would; but under the plan which 
‘he submitted the administrative body 
could say, “This is too much money ; 
‘you must take less money, but let 
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us have as perfect a fleet as you can 
for the money we have to give you.” 
The country might have a smaller 
fleet, but it would be more efficient, 
and it would be a better fighting 
machine. Personally, if he had to 
fight a naval action he would certainly 
prefer before entering upon it to have 
six battleships with all the auxiliaries 
and things necessary for the fight, which 
might take place tomorrow or a month 
hence, and he was certain that he would 
fight a better action than with ten ships 
without those auxiliaries. The one force 
would be efficient and the other would 
not be. He believed that the keynote of 
reform should be direct responsibility 
for efficiency. He hoped he had made 
himself clear. He did not want to put 
the opinion of the experts against the 
opinion of the politicians ; but he wanted 
to see some high official or some depart- 
ment that would look at the whole 
requirements of the case, and then 
Ministers could come to Parliament and 
say, “These things have been looked 
into and so and so is responsible.” 
gentleman should then be cashiered the 
service, if he was in the position of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s experts who told 


him that the supply of cordite was | 


sufficient when it was not, with the 
result that the right hon. Gentleman 
was turned out of office. Where was 
this responsibility in the case of the 
Fleet ? Supposing the country had a 
disaster through want of stores, of coal, 
and the training of officers. The Govern- 
ment would be turned out, as was the 
case with the cordite, but the country 
not only lost the Government, but the 
Empire as well all in the same week. 
A disaster with the Fleet was irre- 


No one was responsible now, for if there 
had been this responsibility they would 


not have witnessed the state of things in 


respect of the supply of coal in the 
Mediterranean to which he had drawn 
attention. He therefore wanted to see a 
reality established in' lieu of a farce, 
and when that state of things were 
brought about they would not in a 


state of efficiency and of constant agitation | 


{COMMONS} 


This | 
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Fleet, to put it in a state of advantage 
first as against the enemy. This had 
happened over and over again, and the 
system would obtain, for our possible 
enemies would be sure to get into a 
position of advantage first. The result 
would be that, we would have to play an 
uphill game ; and, therefore, it would be 
better to make the Fleet even smaller 
than it was in order to secure its higher 
efficiency. 

The control of the Treasury as exercised 
now was fatal to efficiency. He had 
never been one of those who blamed 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. What 
the country wanted was a Minister 
like the present Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, who might be described as more 
or less a stingy man. The right hon. 
Gentleman looked into the expenditure 
of every penny of public money; and 
this was his business. But the right hon. 
Gentleman had nothing to adjudicate 
upon. Under our existing system some- 
thing passed to the Treasury from the 
Admiralty or the War Office, and sub- 
| ordinate officials cut off a detaili without 
seeing that that was absurd and nullified 
the efficiency of the whole. He had 
called attention in the House to the case 
of the right hon. Member for West Mon- 





mouthshire, who allowed the Navy 600 
quick-firing guns, after a tremendous agita- 
| tion in the country, and at a time when 
| the French had 800 Hotchkiss one pound 
| quick-firing guns. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer of that time put his pen 
through the ammunition, and for fourteen 
months the Navy had those guns and no 
ammunition. What umused him at the 
time was the thought that the right hon. 
Gentleman did not see anything odd in this 
procedure, and the explanation given was 





| that theammunition could be made quicker 
mediable, and its effect was eternal. | 


than the guns. So they had the guns 
without the ammunition. In the Treasury 


therefore, a detail was often cut off which 


jeopardised the whole plan. Why should 
not the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


say, “ We can afford to spend £20,000,000, 


£30,000,000 or £40,000,000 on the 
Navy” instead of presenting Supple- 
mentary Estimates on the one hand and 


| cutting of these details on the other 


hand? The country would have a better 


always seen at the most dangerous | Navy if a certain capital sum was put 
moment when war was declared. If war|down which the Treasury could afford, 


was likely to happen we should never be 
able, owing to the constitution of our 
Lord Charles Beresford. 


| 


and it certainly would be a better plan 
than existed at present. The question of 
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economy was also another consideration. on the Front Bench would put him right, 
The national expenditure had risen with but his hon. friend could not deny what he 
such leaps and bounds that Parliament | had said as to the strength of the Fleet and 
ought to see whether it could not do| the state of the stores. There was one 
something to stop extravagance. Panic thing more. It was not the fault of the 
agitation was always extravagant, and | Men or the officers. He supposed his 
they should look further ahead. They | hon. friend had read the essays of the 
could only do that by having some younger officers on the strength and 
raged that would — out ~ sage *. the Mediterranean Fleet. 
whole requirements of the case and Never was he prouder of his officers 
submit it to the authority that was than when he read _ those _ essays. 
responsible to the House, always re- It was not the officers or the men 
memberin a the Cabinet and the who would fail if we went to war, 
House o mmons were the only | because they would not have the direct 
authorities that — sorties “4 “ge | responsibility of the action of the Fleet, 
mate power in the way. ow did a but the governing body. He had to 
railway company manage its business? judge ue aan aed so good, so clear, 
Mica GAN, diss ot tar pitemneas Wey, |sag.ed ta toe quan be wi ae 
, »| regard to uestion for 
depreciation stores, wages and everything | on was to a nia ne it prone him 
else, if it were not done the railway could | days of very hard work to decide which 
not run a single train. Why should not | was the best. Such thought, such care, 
the same system apply to the Navy?) such knowledge of strategy and tactics, 
The Prime Minister told them that a/ he had no idea were in the brains of his 
strong and efficient Fleet was to be settled | younger brother officers. Every one of 
Y eh ay ae ae 7 | those essays pointed out strongly the 
. » | “ : 

judge if they had no evidence apd whith pres - por 9 “1 _ - ro = 
to adjudicate? They would get this’ roars 1 ae See on * thee 
evidence through the responsible head if | etna sto. se depts avaren 
; _ that he hoped as the result of the late war 

he had the whole requirements of the | ¢hinki Seat all neti Ad besi 
case submitted to him ; and this he main- | (“108 People o ee = 
Saeed hed never vet teen dem, | to see what war means in these days ; the 
. enormous expenditure of money which 


This question called for the most. id d sol 
earnest consideration of the House and the | 2° Country cou have stood so long and 
so cheerfully as we had done, and the 


country. He did not say that his plan ‘ oak a 
7 J $ plan enormous loss of life which in the future 


was the best, but at any rate it w. ; ; 

plan; and he would se a por tha would be greater. Without our medical 
plan that would get rid of the grave | staff and the hospital arrangements our 
danger to the State in the want of 088 in this war would have been per- 
efliciency in the Navy, and in the Army | fectly shocking. He was entirely in 
as well. Now was the opportunity, | sympathy with the peace societies, but 
when the Government had an enormous | he did not think they went the right 
majority and when peace in South Africa | Way to carry out the object which all of 
was assured. As far as he could, he Us had at heart. To ensure peace they 
would help the Government in this) must be prepared and efficient for war. 
matter ; and, if they were going to sleep, He hoped the lovers of peace of all 
he would do what he could to wake them nations would feel that they had gone 
up. If they showed any apathy he would far enough in armaments; let them 
do all he could against them in the | keep up the present standard if they 
country, even to the extent of resigning | pleased, but it was our business to keep 
his seat and fighting it again. The our army efficient and our navy efficient, 
country was very nervous on this ques-| and if they had the departments for 
tion, We were very much better than! which he had asked the navy would 
we were this time last year, but still we very soon be efficient. Let us have the 
were labouring under the old system that | department, and do not let us go on with 
had failed us over and over again and | a great service which under the present 
which would fail us again if we were un- circumstances would fail us in time of 
fortunately called upon to go to war. If! need. He believed that peace was the 
he was wrong in his ideas his hon. friend greatest interest by far of the Empire. 
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The efficiency of the British Fleet and 
the system that would promote that 
efficiency would do more for peace than 
anything that could be conceived ; he 
would go further and say what was 
stated to him by a very high authority 
in the Mediterranean—Do your people 
realise that not only the safety of the 
British Empire, but the peace of Europe 
depends upon the strength and efficiency 
of the British Fleet ¢ 


(1.5.) Sm H. CAMPBELL-BAN- 
NERMAN: [ am greatly surprised 
to find myself suddenly called upon to 
follow the noble Lord. I came into the 
House actually today with the view of 
listening to what the noble Lord had to 
say, because I understood he was about 
to develop some new policy antagonistic 
to that of the hon. Gentleman, but in 
the course of his speech he made such 
pointed references to myself that I am 
bound to take part inthis debate. I am 
not here to smile at some observation of 
my neighbours, or raise my eye- 
brows, or do any of those things which 
afford us a little relief in the, 
will not say tedious, but prolonged 
effort of listening to the noble Lord. 
The noble Lord has indulged in a 
common practice, the constant employ- 
ment of a number of very excellent words 
—" efficiency,” “ businesslike principle,” 
“economy ”—these are excellent things, 
and there is no man in the House who does 
not desire them. The question is, how 
are we to attain them. To say we must 
have an efficient Fleet does not forward 
the matter one step. Of course the Fleet 
ought to efficient. What is the good of 
a Fleet if it is not efficient? The 
assumption is that as we have gathered 
the best talent of the Navy at the 
Admiralty we shall have an efficient 


Fleet. If it is not efficient I do not) " C 
|advisers are set aside as of no account 


think the zeal or the ability of any 
outside person will be able to attain the | 
efficiency. But the noble Lord said, and | 
this was the main point that he made, | 
that the competent professional advisers | 
when they are gathered at the Admiralty, | 
have not the opportunity of impressing 
upon the heads of the Departments what 
they consider necessary for efficiency. 
Now, from my own experience and 
observation at the Admiralty and in| 
other Departments in this House, and | 


Lord Charles Beresford. 


{COMMONS} 


| at the time 
| was any 


even at that time, but, whether there 


| 
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| as a member of the Hartington Commis- 
sion, to which the noble Lord referred, 
and having studied this matter for all 
these years, | cannot say my opinion 
concurs with the statement of the noble 
Lord in any degree. I believe that the 
First Sea Lord has the most ample 
opportunity, not only formally and 
| officially, but in daily intercourse and 
friendly conversation, of impressing his 
views upon any subject on the First 
| Lord of the Admiralty. I do not believe 
the First Lord of the Admiralty would 
disregard the advice of the First Sea 
| Lord so tendered, and I believe the same 
|of the Secretary of State for War and 
his principal adviser, whoever he may 
"be -—— call him commander-in-chief, 
| adjutant-general, or apy other name. 
|Any representation the adviser may 
|make, whether as to the money to be 
expended, the force to be maintained, or 
‘any point whatever, we may depend 
upon it will not be disregarded by the 
Secretary of State, or else he is unfit 
‘for his office. Reference has been 
-made to the everlasting subject of 





I| cordite, out of which the Party opposite 


has made some political capital. From 


| first to last, as a matter of fact, whatever 


may be said of the condition of things 
, and I deny that there 
dangerous or serious deficiency 


_ was or was not, anything I did was done 
after consultation with the professional 
| people whose business it was to advise, 
and, after the occurrence in this House 
which led to the happy result to which 
‘the noble Lord referred, and I was 
_ relieved of responsibility in these matters, 
they confirmed to me personally the truth 
and accuracy of everything I had said. 
What is there after that to justify the 


‘assertion of the noble Lord that the 


views of the technical professional 


by an ignorant or foolish Secretary of 
State ? 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD re- 
marked that he was not so impertinent 
as to say that a Secretary of State was 
either ignorant or foolish. He was 
abusing the system, and if the professional 
authority did say the cordite was 
sufficient, and it was not, he ought to 
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have been responsible, and tried by | 
Court-martial. Anyway, the guns were | 
not there. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 
I do not know what guns have to do with | 
small arms ammunition. That is another 
story ; and, as the noble Lord has intro- 
duced the name of the Member for West | 
Monmouth, I will allow my right hon. 
friend to answer for himself, as he is 
thoroughly competent to do. Reverting | 
to the main point, the particular organi- 
sation of the Admiralty may not be 
the best that could be invented, but I 
have always thought it a very good 
arrangement. The professional members 
of the Board of Admiralty are on a 
footing of equality, but the First Lord’ 
is primus inter pares; he has a sort of | 
primacy which constitutes him practically 
chief of the Staff and commander-in-chief 
for the Navy, if I might put it that) 
way. So it is also with the Army. 
Changes have been made; but I do not 
suppose anyone could say yet whether 
perfection in the distribution of offices | 
and duties has been arrived at in the 
War Office. But it is a matter of the | 
best form of administration, and it comes | 
to the same thing in the end. Either 
through two or three officers, or directly 
through one officer—which is in some 
respects the better plan—the best infor- 
mation and advice reaches the Secretary 
of State or the head of the Department. | 
The noble Lord complained that the | 
Admiralty had made mistakes. The 
members of the Board of Admiralty may 
not have conducted the affairs of the 
Navy, during the years the noble Lord 
was in the Mediterranean, entirely to 
the noble Lord’s satisfaction. I am not 
sufficiently acquainted with the facts to 
pronounce an opinion upon that, but they 
had plenty of authority at all events. 
The members of the Board of Admiralty 
were not overridden by either the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer or the First Lord 
of the Admiralty. They have a full 
opportunity of stating their opinions as 
to the condition of the Navy, with a view | 
to that efficiency which the noble Lord 
is not singular in desiring, for indeed 
every one out of a lunatic asylum must 
desire it. I am sorry I have been | 
obliged to follow the noble Lord. The 
noble Lord commands the attention of 
the House and the country, because of 


{20 JuNE 1902} 


'and we 


'There were 
‘subject, and 


contested — that there was 
/regulation supply. He entirely agreed 
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his zeal in his profession, and his know- 
ledge of it, and—if the noble Lord will 
permit me to say so—the extraordinary 
influence which he is able to exercise 
over those who come into contact with 
him, and which is an essential element 
in the success of a naval or a mili- 
tary officer. Therefore, we are al- 
ways glad to listen to the noble Lord, 
enerally profit by listening to 
him. e may have profited on the 
present occasion. But the main thing I 
have to say is that the particular point 
which the noble Lord set out to prove, he 
has not proved; and to the best of my 
ability and experience I do not think the 


noble Lord would be able to prove it if 
| he tried. 


*(1.16.) Sia CHARLES DILKE said 


his right hon. friend the Leader of the 


Opposition had been obliged to deal witha 
matter which, though not strictlyin order, 


was raised by the noble Lord. He asked 


leave to digress from strict Rules of 


Order to try and explain what occurred 


in the matter at issue between the noble 


‘Lord and his right hon. friend the 


Leader of the Opposition, that of the 
supply of small arms ammunition. 
three debates on the 

in the second of 
these debates Sir Redvers Buller had 
been mentioned as the adviser of the 
Secretary of War at the time, and the 
words used in the House as having been 
used by him were— 

“A sufficient supply, but not a full or an 


| ample supply.” 


He drew no inference from those words, 
he merely stated them. So far as he 
remembered the explanation given in 
the House it was admitted—it was not 
not the 


with his right hon. friend the Leader of 
the Opposition, that that was not a case 
in which the opinion of the advisers of 


| the Government had been overridden. 
| But he could not agree with the state- 


ment that the Cabinet did not override 


| the opinion of these advisers. He believed 


that, under the system which had been 


‘condemned by the noble Lord, their 
opinion was overridden in many cases 


indeed. It was only yesterday that the 


Secretary for War informed the House 


in reply to a Question, that the opinion 
of the Commander-in-Chief and his own 





opinion had been overridden in a matter 
of supreme importance—the strengthen- 
ing of the Intelligence Department of 
the War Office. 


Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I understand that in that case the 
Secretary of State and the Commander- 
in-Chief were in the same boat. I was 
dealing with the question of the action 
of the Secretary of State alone. 





*Str CHARLES DILKE said there 
were several cases connected with the 
Admiralty which also showed that the | 
opinion of the advisers of the Govern- | 
ment must have been overridden, and | 
he certainly thought that what the 
noble Lord had brought forward could 
be proved. It was a difficult matter, of 
course, because these things were things 
which were not generally known either to 
the House or the country. Instances 


could be given to show such a variety of 
conduct on the part of the Admiralty 
that the advice given could not have 
been tendered in a form satisfactory to 
the House or the country. He would 
give three examples. 


On the 18th 
of March statements were made in 
the House of Lords, both by the present 
First Lord and the late First Lord, as to 
the form in which advice had been 
given to them with regard to the 
acquisition of Wei-hai-wei as a naval 
base from which it would be seen that 
the arguments originally addressed to 
the House of Commons by the noble 
Lord the Member for Woolwich, and the 
hon. Member for Great Yarmouth, 
against the occupation of that place as a 
naval basis were actually the official 
opinion of the Board of Admiralty at the 
time, and yet the place had been occupied. 
That seemed to him to prove that the 
advice tendered to the Cabinet was not 
in the proper form. The Secretary to 
the Admiralty smiled as if there were 
some easy answer to that, but he could 
not see it. It was a purely Naval 
question. What they contended for at 
the time was, it had been proved, also the 
opinion of the Naval advisers to the 
Admiralty. Why was not that advice 
taken three years ago? The next case 
was the School of Naval Strategy. Three 
or four years ago Mr. Goschen, the then 
First Lord, stated that he was advised 
against the establishment of such a school. 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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Now the Board of Admiralty appeared to 
be advised in an exactly opposite di- 
rection ; for they congratulated themselves 
that, so far as the Treasury had allowed 
them, they had this year made a step in 
the direction of the establishment of such 
a school. The third case was that of 
Gibraltar. The Committee must also 
admit that, judging from the varying 
actions of the Government with respect 
to Gibraltar, there must have been the 
most extraordinary variation in the 
advice tendered to the First Lord. He 
could not but think that very often men 
who really knew, and who were not quite 
at the top of the tree, were afraid to press 
their views, or if they did press their 
| views those views did not reach the 
Cabinet. To pretend that the present 
system was satisfactory was, he thought, 
| impossible, in fact he had gathered from 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
| the Leader of the Opposition that he did 
not think we had reached a satisfactory 
| position of responsibility. What was 
true and what was, he thought, proved was 
_ that there was a certain absence of system 
| both in the Navy and the Army. That 
there was room for improvement in regard 
to both services he was convinced, and he 
agreed with what had fallen from his 
noble friend. His right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition said that as 
regarded the Admiralty perfection had 
been reached; because through the 
First Sea Lord everything came to the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, but he 
could not but think that the points put 
forward today by the noble Lord, together 
with the two or three cases with which 
he had endeavoured to supplement them, 
proved that the present system was by 
no means so perfect as it appeared to be 
in the opinion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. Another way in which this 
responsibility could be developed was 
the way in which at the War Office it 
had been developed with such great 
success. He believed the development 
of the Intelligence Department of the 
Naval Staff ought to be supplementary 
to the position of the First Sea Lord; 
that the First Sea Lord should be 
relieved of a great mass of the detail 
duties which the Committee knew 
‘now took up so much of his time. 
/That was the line they ought to press 
/more and more. That there was room 
for this improvement in regard to both 
‘services he was convinced, and he 
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agreed, therefore, with what had fallen | hon. friend must see from an answer 
from his noblefriend. There was behind | given on the previous day that an ideal 
all the great question of the relations | state of things had not yet been reached, 
between the two services and the joint | and that the evil pointed out by the 
consideration by the Cabinet of the ‘noble Lord did exist in both services. 
position of the two services. Under the | (1.35.) 

forms of the House, that question could | 

not be discussed in detail on any Vote | *(2.6.) Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
whatever. The breakdown in the plan| mouth) said there were some minor 
proposed was one which perhaps ought | ™atters in connection with Admiralty 
to eee been foreseen. If there was a| administration and policy which he 
very strong man, or even one who} wished to raise, but he thought it would 
thought himself very strong, at the be a great mistake at present to deal 
head of either Department the present | with any matter that would take the 


system tended to break down, because 


‘discussion in Committee out of the 


unless there was some joint authority channel of broad policy. His noble 


in the Cabinet strong enough to control 


Admiralty, no joint consideration of the 


views of the two Departments could be. 


obtained. They all knew what happened | 
'he had so much at heart. He agreed 


under Lord Goschen. He was a very 
strong First Lord, who thoroughly knew 
the Admiralty work and was a very able 


authority had a chance with him, and 
he openly ridiculed the notion of any 


authority over the First Lord in naval | 


affairs in the Admiralty. That was a 
very natural view, but unless there was 
a controlling authority over the heads of 
both Departments, that economy which 
he was sure his noble friend sincerely 
desired would never be reached. At the 
present moment the two services 
competed ; the Treasury considered their 
demands as competing with one another, 
and in that competition the social 
influence which came into play some- 
times told against the Navy, and in 
favour of the Army. That being so, 
he could not join with those who 
occasionally blamed his noble friend for 
raising agitation upon these points. As 
to how far he had raised agitation was 


another matter, but if he had done so, | 


he (the right hon. Baronet) concurred 


with him. It was the only way in which | 


anything was ever done. That used 


to be, and, he believed, must still be—| 
| the cutting down of expenses must come. 


though of course it was impossible 


for him now to confess it—the strong | 


eprnnes tee tateieen en SP Te | but he pointed out that his noble friend 


He would not annoy his hon. friend 


by applying the view to the service | 


with which he was now connected, but 
he might apply it to the other service in 


‘friend the Member for Woolwich, 


even a strong First Lord of the in his interesting speech, had given 


his views very plainly on _ the 
general question in which he was so 
deeply interested, and on the work which 


with what his noble friend said as to the 


| present system being seriously defective, 


man. The result was that no outside | in the respect that it avoided attaching to 


anybody persona! responsibility. That 
was the very essence of his case. He 
hardly agreed with the order in which 
his noble friend placed the considerations 
of the question from the point of view 
of the statesman. His noble friend 
placed financial first ; political second ; 
and requirement third. He believed 
absolute necessity was first, and that, 
after all, was a question for experts to 
deal with, if they were given sufficient 
information—political and financial. His 
point was that the general interests of 
the Empire, viewed as a whole, were not 
looked at at all. He would not now go, 
at any length, into the difficulty of deal- 
ing with that question, but he would 


say that the Empire must be taken as a 


whole, if we were going to defend it all, 
and then we must take in the order of 
necessity, the requirements of the Empire. 
Aiter the experts and the statesmen had 
settled the question of the priority of the 
requirements of the Empire, it was from 
the bottom and not from the top that 


With regard to the 80,000 reserves he 
was not going into any dispute about it, 


did not give them any data whatever of 
forming the basis of his calculation. He 
would merely dismiss the matter of 


which he took an equal interest. His the reserves by observing that it had 





1279 Supply— 
been referred to a Committee, and he 


the subject on a scientific basis. 


With regard to the engine-room de-| 
partment he was entirely with his noble | 


friend. Our treatment of this question, 


which was so vital to efficiency, was de- | 
plorable. Under our present system he 


presumed that the First Sea Lord of the 
Admiralty was responsible, but he could 
not help thinking that it was very strange 
that adequate steps were not taken to 
rectify the evil which lay on the surface. 
We had not the personnel necessary to 
man efficiently His Majesty’s ships as 
regarded the engine-room and _ the 
engine-room staff. While he differed 
from his noble friend as to any rule of 
thumb number required to provide for 
the duties, he was entirely with him in 
holding that we were shamefully deficient 
as a matter of policy when we neglected 
the question of the engine-room and the 
engine-room staff. 


His noble friend had alluded to the 
treaty with Japan, and that, of course, 
was a question of policy. He could not 
admit that we should in any respect 
base our permanent policy on a temporary 
treaty of that kind. The stronger we 
were, the more likely we were to have 
allies. He did not agree with his noble 
friend when he said we should name the 
sum we could afford and then see what 
we could get for the money. It was not 
a question of money: it was a question 
of how to get the naval power which the 
Empire required, and it was the busi- 
ness of statesmen—a business which 
they could not neglect — to find the 
money for that. They might cut down | 
other things. Therefore, any proposal 
in the nature of naming a sum was one 
he would always protest against. The 
right hon. Baronet the Leader of the | 
Opposition had pointed out how good | 
the present system was with regard | 
to the Admiralty. The Admiralty | 
having gathered together the best. 
expert authorities in the shape of naval | 
Lords, what better way, the right hon. 
Gentleman asked, could there be of 
ensuring the efficiency of the Fleet. | 


Well, that was quite true, but the ques- | 
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| knew that these naval Lords were so 
trusted the Committee would investigate | 


occupied in carrying on the ordinary 
routine work of the particular branches 
of the Navy over which they presided 
that they had no sufficient time to 
think. They should be relieved of 
much of their routine work by having 
post captains under them as de- 
puties. They were overworked, and 
he did not think that the blame for that 
could be put wholly on the shoulders of 
the political heads of the department. 
He knew that when naval Lords 
were in office, they said that they got 


on very well, but the moment they were 


out of office, they declared that they 
had had no time to think. They must 
not put the whole blame on the political 
heads in this matter, because the 
naval Lords did not always understand 
administration sufficiently well to demand 
that assistance which was necessary for 
the public service. He entirely shared 
the views of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member forthe Forest of Dean. He 
thought the First Sea Lord of the Admir- 
alty should be in the position of the man 
to think, and to generally keep together 
the various strings of the other De- 
partments, and should be a man 
to advise on all questions. The 
Naval Intelligence Department also 
wanted development and extension in 
order to watch and collect all the neces- 


_ sary information to be put at the disposal 


| of the First Sea Lord. He did not know 


whether his noble friend meant that 
the First Sea Lord should be a sort 
of Commander-in-Chief of the Navy. 


[An Hon. Memper: Hear, hear.] He 


regarded the curse of the War Office 
as the mixing up of executive with 
administrative duties under one roof 
and in one Department. He should 


steadily oppose any attempt to introduce 


that system into the Admiralty. It had 
been fatal to the efficiency of the Army. 
The Admiralty was an administrative 


Department. It wanted strengthening, 
and improving, and developing, but the 
principle was right—that was to keep it 
to its administrative functions altogether. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Member 


tion was, had these naval Lords the time | for the Forest of Deau went on to 


and opportunity necessary to make | illustrate the great loss and inefficiency 

them the thinking department of the | produced by the present system of ad- 

Admiralty? He did not think so. He! ministration. He quoted Wei-Hai-Wei as 
Sir John Colomb. 
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an instance of the total absence of prin- 
ciple in determining those matters of 
high policy in regard to the defence of 
the Empire. In confirmation of what 
had fallen from the right hon. Gentle- 
man he would give another instance. A 
First Lord of the Admiralty in 1896 came 
down to the House with a Naval Works 
Bill, and proposed a loan, the chief item 
of which was for the tremendous expense 
of Dover Harbour. He ventured to 
oppose that proposal, believing there were | 
no good grounds for a large expenditure 
on Dover Harbour. The real grounds 
urged in favour of the expenditure in | 
this Naval Works Bill were military | 
grounds, and whentold bythe First Lord of | 


the Admiralty that the harbour at Dover | 


was a stragetical harbour, he ventured | 
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but this he would say, that, looking to 
Colonial debates and the utterances of 
Ministers on the basis of these communica- 
tions, the colonies had all come out very 
strong on the subject of preferential rates, 
but they were extraordinarily weak in 
regard to defence and particularly Naval 
defence. As this was a matter of 
policy at the Admiralty, he had a right 
to bring forward one or two observations 
on this very grave and important question. 
Representatives from all the self-governing 
colonies were about to meet the Imperial 
Ministers under conditions, and circum- 
stances which would never recur so 
favourable, he ventured to think, for 
laying the foundations upon which they 
could build up a real co-operation for the 
defence and security of the Kmpire. But 
the Conference would meet under con- 


to say that if they were going to consider | Melis alii totem aia ta an 
a stragetical harbour they must consider | Admiralty considerations. Every colony 
the whole question, and look a good deal | from Manitoba to Australasia had a 
further west than Dover, perhaps so military craze; they were saturated with 
far west as Berehaven; this was sup- the military idea. That was a dangerous 
ported by hon. Members opposite. All | condition for an Empire that must mainly 
he asked for was further inquiry. But depend on naval defence. Therefore, he 
what happenedthe nextyear? Downcame | wished to warn the Admiralty that they 
the War Minister with a Military Works | must be most firm on this question and 
Bill, which provided for the erection | lay down true principles. The action at 


of fortifications at Berehaven, and he | the present moment on the part of the 
urged its adoption on Naval grounds! | colonies corresponded to that of this 
Could any one imagine a greater con-| country twenty years ago, when chalk 
fusion between two Departments because | pits were dug at Portsmouth and mounted 


there was no controlling authority looking | with guns to resist invasion. But the 
at the Empire as a whole ? . | British public now knew that the whole 

There was another point which he | defence of the Empire depended upon 
wanted to introduce into the debate.| our being able to secure the freedom 
They had been talking about the defence | of the sea. Sir Wilfred Laurier was 
of the Empire ; and he thought they were attacked in his own Parliament by the 
all agreed that the defence of the Empire | Leader of the Opposition because his 
should be looked at as a whole ; but there | reply to the Imperial Government—we 
was nobody really responsible in this | did not know what that reply was, we 
country for thinking out this problem | had no information on the subject—was 
and dealing with it as a whole. This | so weak-kneed, especially as regarded the 
House was at this moment in a different | Navy. As a matter of policy, and of the 
position from any other House of Parlia-| attitude of the First Lord in regard to 
throughout the Empire. Communications | this question, he had thought it his duty 
had been sent to the various self-governing | to bring it before the Committee. The 
colonies inviting them to send representa- | proposition laid down by the Canadian 
tives to a great Conference. The Ministers | Premier was that no system of defence 
of these colonies had expressed their | could be devised which would be applic- 
opinions on the points suggested for| able to all the colonies alike. Now 
discussion, and their Parliaments alsohad | that was true in regard to military 
expressed their opinion. But this | defence, but it was absolutely false in 
Imperial Parliament had not got a scrap | regard to naval defence. He wanted to 
of information on the subject. He knew | press on his hon. friend the gravity and 
the delicacy of the situation and he trusted | importance of enlightening the colonial 
he would say nothing which would be | mind, in their own interests, in a matter 
prejudicial to or complicate that situation ; | which it was essential they should under- 
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stand ; for the command of the sea was 
the one thing in which every colony had 
an equal interest. He was afraid that the 
difficulty would arise because the Lords of 
the Admiralty had not sufficient time to 
give attention to this problem. The 
thinking department was inadequate, and 
the First Lord of the Admiralty had not 
the power he ought to have. That was 
all the more dangerous, because the War 
Office had a military scheme of defence, 
which they were ready to plump down 
before the Conference. Whether they 
looked at it on economic lines, on the 
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taken up. He would confine himself 
purely to a few practical points which 
had been in his mind for many years, 
and which, with all deference, he pro- 
posed to submit to the Committee. It 
was all very well for hon. Members to 
speak of the efficiency of the Navy. 
Naturally, the use of that word implied 
that the guardians of the Navy—the 
Admiralty Board—must also be taken 
into account. The noble Lord men- 
tioned a few points where the Board of 
Admiralty were very inefficient; and 
showed pretty conclusively that, as re- 





sea trade per head of the population, F agecs these points, the Board was very 
or on their sea security, or in any other! far short of what it should be. He 
way, the colonies, or most of them, | proposed to deal with a few other points, 
were really as much concerned in the | where, in his opinion, the policy of the 
security of the sea as the mother| Admiralty was really at fault. He 
country. Therefore, he trusted that his | would rely solely on facts. The noble 
hon. friend would, at all events, be able | Lord spoke of the deficiency of the coal 
to give him an assurance—he asked for | supply at Gibraltar, Malta, and elsewhere. 
no more—that the Admiralty would | It was, however, a well known fact that 
bring before the colonies three points— | Welsh coal could not be stored in the 
The gigantic interests they were piling | open without deterioration. Its caloric 
up for themselves on the sea; that the| depreciated to an enormous extent. 
growth of their sea trade was not towards | In fact so much did it deteriorate, 
the United Kingdom, but away from it;| that the finest quality of Welsh coal 


bd 


and that it must inevitably happen that | had three, four, five, and even six times 


the people of this country would wonder 
why they alone were paying for the 
Navy of the whole Empire. At present, 
the Navy in Australian waters was 
tied down by the most false and per- 
nicious idea it was possible to conceive. 
The action of ships was limited to a 
space drawn on the map with the 
ruler, and the system was fatal to 
efficiency and naval strength. He im- 
plored the Admiralty to go no further 
in the direction of limiting the action of 
H.M.’s ships. His other point was 
that the Admiralty should not, on any 
account, be parties to the creation of a 
multitudincus naval reserve in the 
colonies, which could only give a false 


idea of naval security; and that the, 


freedom and efficiency ot the Navy 
should be the first consideration in the 
interests of the colonies themselves, and 
that no political consideration should be 
permitted, at this conference, to interfere 
with it. 


*(2.35.)Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gates- 
head) said that inintervening in the debate 


iless calorific value after being stored, 
|than if it had been used when it was 
taken from the pit. Accordingly, to 
store a great quantity of coal in these 
outports would, to his way of thinking, 
'be very detrimental to the interests 
/of the Navy. If a supply sufficient 
for a certain number of weeks steaming 
of a squadron was kept, that was about 
all that could be expected from any 
‘reasonable Board of Admiralty. He, 
therefore, did not complain of the 
|Board of Admiralty not having an 
‘incalculable quantity of coal lying in 
‘these outports. It would be bound 
' to come to grief, and if it were shipped 
'on board a man-of-war, the most of it 
| would come out of the funnel tops, in 
| the form of coal dust. The hon. Member 
'who represented the Admiralty would 
|no doubt give his views as to the 
| quantity of eoal that should be stored ; 
| but they had no right to ask for that 
‘information, as it was regarded as 
| strictly private. 
| There was another point in which he 


he would not venture on the ground | found fault with the policy of the Admir- 

which the noble Lord the Member for | alty. The nobleLord alluded to theengine- 

Woolwich, and the hon. and gallant | room complements of the Fleet. They 

Gent'eman who had just spoken, had | were going to have in a few days a 
Sir John Colom. , 
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nd sight. Hundreds of vessels, the 
pride of the British Empire, and the 
great strength of the Empire, would 
be brought together on the Solent. 
But what was the position of these 
ships? Were they fully manned or 
not? No, they were there with 
skeleton screws in the engine-rooms 
and in the stokeholds. Where he 
found fault with the Admiralty was 
that they had no reserves to man the 
engine-rooms and the stokeholds of 
these ships. If, at the present moment, 
these ships were called upon to defend 
the shores of this country, and if there 
were one or two naval engagements, 
what would happen? The Committee 
should remember that a naval engage- 
ment in the future would be a most 
serious matter. It would be something 
terrible. Ships would not float when 
pierced with big shot and shell; down 
they would go. It would be impossible 
in the future to plug shot holes, and 
the ships would go down with all hands. 
Then the Admiralty would be called 
upon for reserves, and they had no 
reserves. He did not want to ex- 


aggerate, although he was sometimes 
accused of exaggeration. 


He stood on 
facts. What were the facts? From 
the best information he had been able 
to obtain from naval authorities at 
the present moment, the Navy was 
short of firemen by 14,000, of engine- 
room artificers by 1,600, and of engineers 
by 800. Why was that? He would 
explain to the Committee why the 
Admiralty were unable to get men. It 
was simply because of the system under 
which the Admiralty worked. Take the 
engine-room artificers. He himself had 
submitted a plan, which had been 
adopted in the East and West of Eng- 
land, for getting artificers, which had 
worked very successfully. Many young 
fellows who had served their apprentice- 
ship in marine engineering shops went 
to be tested at Chatham and Portsmouth ; 
and the Committee would be surprised 
when he informed them that not 20 per 
cent. of the men who presented them- 
selves passed. What was the test adopted 
by the Admiralty, in this engineering 
age, to test men who had served their 
apprenticeship in fitting out marine 
engines? The man was given a piece 
of iron and told to cut it into a hexagon ; 
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and he was given another piece of iron 
and told to bore a hole through it, and. 
also cut it into a hexagon. That was 
not engineering, it was gauge-making. 
Not one in a hundred could succeed in 
such a test as that. It was childish and 
un-engineerlike, and every engineer 
would agree that it was a farcical test to 
put toa young fellow who had served 
| his apprenticeship in a marine engineer- 
ing shop. The Admiralty would not 
get engine-room fitters as long as such a 
| test as that was applied. Take the case 
of firemen. He had occasion not long 
| ago to spend a few quiet days in looking 
|round the naval arsenals. When he 
| wanted to get facts, he went to the men 
themselves, and not to the officers, and. 
he generally got to know the feelings of 
the men. What were the facts? Here: 
again the policy of the Admiralty was. 
bad, and he hoped it would be altered. 
The reason why firemen would not join 
was because on board a man-o’-war they 
were not placed under the engineers at 
all. When they were mustered in the 
morning they were sent to their various 
places under a boatswain’s mate or a 
gunner’s mate, not under an engine 
room artificer. A few weeks ago he 
went to the haunts of the men, and 
found out the truth. They said they 
ought to be under an engineer, not 
under a boatswain’s mate or a gunner’. 
mate. They wanted the engineer to be 
their boss, and consequently many of 
them deserted, their complaint being 
that they were not placed under the 
control of the engineer officers who were 
responsible for the efficiency and well- 
being of the stoke-holds. He was only 
dealing with what he might call the 
heart of aship. The noble Lord referred 
to guns and other things, but he would 
confine himself to pointing out the 
deficiencies in the policy of the Admir- 
alty in the engine-room department, 
and would perhaps point out a way in 
which the hon. Gentleman who repre- 
sented the Admiralty would be assisted 
out of a very serious difficulty. After 
all, the fighting value of every ship 
depended on the stoke-hold and the 
engine-room. Yet the policy of the 
Admiralty was so arranged that the Navy 
was weak there,and when a ship was weak 





there it was weak all over. _ so 
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What was the policy which kept 
that Department in such a condition 
that there were practically no reserves ? 
It required no effort of genius to be a 
critic, but he should like to make a pro- 
position which he thought would do the 
Admiralty a great deal of good, and 
which might result in the Fleet being 
rendered really efficient. He would 
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propose to the hon. Gentleman that they 
ought to have the same arrangements 
in the Admiralty as were to be seen in 
every large business undertaking. The 
Admiralty Board should be the board of 
directors with the heads of the depart- 
ments divided in two bureaux—a con- 
structive bureau, the head of which 
would have a consultative branch, and 
another bureau, also with a consultative 
branch, to look after the political aspect 
of the Fleet. These two bureaux should 
run the show. The First Lord of the 





Admiralty should be able to sit in his 
room and by touching a bell summon | 
the head of each bureau and ask for 
information about guns, coals, and the | 
number of men they were short. Why 
was not that system adopted? He would 
tell the Committee. The policy of the 


Admiralty was the growth of centuries. 
Ever since the initiation of the Navy the 
system pursued had been to keep in the 
hands of the purely sailor class the whole 





of the administration. They had not | 
yet risen to the scientific nature of the 
case, especially to the value of the engi- 
neering aspect ; and the only thing that 
would make them rise to that would be 
a thundering naval defeat, and then 
they would realise that they had 
blundered. He would recommend to the 
Secretary to the Admiralty that the 
present system should be broken up 
altogether, and instead there should be 
two bureaux, each with a consultative 
branch, and with the First Lord of the 
Admiralty in charge of all. The present 
system was entirely antagonistic to 
efficiency and also to economy, and ought 
to be abolished. The expenditure on the 
Navy was enormous, but they were getting 
the worst instead of the best for their 
money, because the Admiralty was not 
run on modern business lines. Every 
department was all right until a strain 
was put upon it, and then it broke 
down. The Navy was deficient of men 
for the stoke-hold and the engine-room, 


Mr. William Allan. 
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and he asked why was that? It was 
simply beeause the policy of the Admir- 
alty was wrong, and their system of 
business was wrong. He had put his 
views forward on national grounds, and 
he would say to the hon. Gentleman who 
represented the Admiralty so efficiently 
and well—he knew the hon. Gentleman 
was a reformer—that the present system 
must be broken up altogether, and, if the 
scheme he had suggested were adopted, 
they would have their ships properly 
manned and ready for action at any 
moment. They were assembling 200 or 
300 vessels on the Solent in order 
to show how strong they were; 
but that was like the ostrich who 
buried his head in the sand. They 
could not man these ships, and again he 
would repeat that until the Admiralty 
was run on new and modern lines the 
fleet would not be fully manned or fully 
equipped in every department, or fit to 


| maintain the supremacy of Great Britain 


on the seas. 


(2.58). Sin FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorkshire,Shipley)saidt hat whetherthey 
agreed or not with the views of his noble 
friend, there could benoquestion whatever 
that both the Committee and the country 
felt that his noble friend had been justi- 
fied, and that he had rendered a patriotic 
service by the agitation he had carried 
on, and which no other living man 


| could have carried on with equal success. 


He was reminded of Nelson with his 
telescope to his blind eye when he read 
that his noble friend had transgressed 
the rules of the service by the action he 
took when he was second in command 
of the Mediterranean Fleet. His noble 
friend might have transgressed the letter 
of the rules, but that he was justified 
was shown by the sense of inquiry which 
had beenaroused throughout the country. 
What was the gravamen of the charge 
which his noble friend brought against 
the present constitution of the Board of 
Admiralty ? It was that responsibility 
was so divided and subdivided that it 
could not be brought home to any indi- 
vidual. The question was one of some 
contradiction and some difficulty. The 
Lord High Admiral of the Fleet was 
formerly a single individual, and ac- 
cordingly their forefathers had the idea, 
which his noble friend had put so clearly 
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be one individual responsible for the 
sufficiency of war preparations, and one 
individual to blame if, in the result, the 
war preparations were found not to 
have been complete. Experience, how- 
ever, showed that the burden of responsi- 
bility was too great for any single man 
to bear, and then the present system of 

utting into commission the duties of 
Lord igh Admiral was instituted. The 
present Board of Admiralty were nothing 
more than Lords Commissioners for 
executing the office of Lord High Ad- 
miral of the Fleet. The system was 
sound in its conception, but they would 
all admit that it required very consider- 
able improvement. If the Fleet were 
insufficiently provided, if, as they had 
heard, the stores of coal were insufficient, 
then it was difficult to bring home 
complete responsibility to any individual. 
They were told by the defenders of the 
Admiralty that the First Sea Lord was 
the officer mainly responsible for the 
efficiency of the Fleetas a whole; but 
the opinion and advice of the First Sea 
Lord was not heard outside the Board 
of Admiralty. The First Sea Lord might 
be entirely dissatisfied. He might have 
advocated provisions which were not 
accepted by the First Lord of the 
Admiralty; but no one knew what 
he had advocated, or whether the 
other Sea Lords agreed with him or not. 
The First Lord of the Admiralty took to 
the Cabinet the recommendations he had 
received from the Board and of which 
he approved ; he did not take the recom- 
mendations of which he did not approve ; 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
might then cut and carve, and almost 
destroy, the very principle for which the 
First Sea Lord had been contending, and 
the country would know nothing about it. 
What was required was a system similar 
to that in Germany, under which a 
responsible officer, in the full light of 
public opinion, and with the full know- 
ledge of Parliament and the country, 
stated what, in his opinion, was necessary 
for war preparation, having regard to 
the war preparations of other countries. 
If the Government of the day did not 
agree with the recommendations of that 
responsible officer, it would be for them 
to explain to Parliament what their 
grounds were for taking that course. 


{20 JuNE 1902} 
before the Committee, that there should | 
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The great object the Committee should 
have in view was to bring home in- 
dividual responsibility, and the only 
means by which that was possible was 
by publishing the requirements of the 
Fleet on the authority of the expert 
advisers of the Admiralty. 

As illustrating the truth of his conten- 
tion, he would mention that some ten or 
twelve years ago the right hon. Gentle- 
man the leader of the Opposition was a 
member of a Government who were 
accused of insufficient naval preparation. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth, who was then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, stated in 
the House, in answer to questions from 
the Opposition or implied that the 
advisers of the Admiralty were satisfied 
that the then existing naval provision 
was satisfactory. Next day, the right 
hon. Gentleman had to state in the 
House that he had misunderstood the 
views of the professional advisers of the 
Admiralty ; and he withdrew the state 
ment that they were satisfied that 
sufficient naval preparations existed. 
Could there be a more complete illustra- 
tion of the danger, the falsity, and the 
insufficiency of the present system than 
that? A threat of resignation of the 
Board of Admiralty en bloc was necessary 
to make such a high and _ influential 
Member of a Government as the right 
hon. Gentleman then was withdraw 
his statement that the Board of Admir- 
alty were satisfied; and if ever there 
were any doubt as to the necessity of 
having personal, individual and definite 
responsibility for the sufficiency of naval 
preparations, the mere recital of that 
fact ought to be sufficient to remove it. 
The Board of Admiralty, strengthened 
by the addition of another Sea Lord, or 
remodelled in such a way that the duties 
of the present Sea Lords might be 
changed so as to leave one senior Sea 
Lord free for these particular and special 
duties, for which he would be responsible, 
would he believed have in it a practically 
perfect and complete organization. He 
did not know what the hon. Gentleman 
opposite meant by two bureaux, or how 
the Chairman of a board of directors 
could be compared to the First Lord 
of the Admiralty; but instead of 
sweeping the whole system away, as his 
hon. friend suggested—[Mr. W. ALLAN: 
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Altering it.}—instead of the radical 
change proposed by the hon. Gentle- 
man, the proper course would be to 
proceed on existing lines, and _parti- 
cularly to have the requirements of 
sufficient naval preparation published 
and signed by a _ responsible officer, 
whose duty it would be to advise the 
Board in regard to that matter. 

He desired to lodge a complaint against 
the action of the Admiralty in suppressing 
the Report of the Boilers Committee. 
He ventured to say that it was treating 
the House of Commons with disrespect 
to bring forward that debate when they 
had had no opportunity of considering 
the Report of the Boilers Committee, 
which had been rendered a fortnight 
or three weeks ago. That Committee 
was a House of Commons Committee, 
and would never have been appointed 
were it not for the action which had 
been taken in the House of Commons; 
yet the Admiralty had taken up a policy 
with regard to some of the largest 
cruisers in the Navy without allowing 
the House of Commons to have an 
opportunity of knowing what its own 
Committee had recommended, and they 
were now debating that great Admiralt 
question without information whieh 
they might easily have had, and which 
they ought to have had. He did not 
suggest any improper motive in regard 
to the matter, but it was exceedingly 
unfortunate, and exceedingly disrespect- 
ful to the House, that hon. Members 
had not been given an opportunity of 
acquiring that information before they 
were called upon to pronounce on the 
important question which had been 
raised by his noble friend. 

His hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for Yarmouth referred, with a powerand 
eloquence not often heard in this House, 
at all events in connection with naval 
questions, to the great question of policy 
which underlay the Conference of the 
Colonial Premiers. Not many weeks 
ago his hon. friend the Secretary to 
the Admiralty gave a definite promise 
that the question of naval preparation 
for the Empire should receive special 
attention at that Conference. He 
ventured to think that there was no 
question, not even the question of trad- 
ing throughout the Empire, which 
deserved so much attention on that 


Sir Fortescue Flannery. 
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unique occasion as the defence of the 
Empire at sea. He did not entirely 
agree with his hon. and gallant friend 
that the military picture obscured the 
naval picture. He thought that their 
Colonial fellow-subjects understood the 
all-sufficient importance of naval pre- 
paration, not merely as a means of 
defending the Empire, but of uniting 
all its component parts. He trusted 
when the matter was brought up at the 
Conference that the principle would be 
established of responsibility for con- 
tribution from al] the Colonies, however 
small the amount might be, so that 
every Colony should feel that it had 
an interest in the Navy ; and he further 
hoped that the principle would also be 
established that the guidance of the 
Imperial. Navy, as well as of the 
Imperial Army should rest with the 
central authority, and with the central 
authority alone, acting as trustees, not 
merely for the mother country, but for 
all the daughter lands. He felt the 
debate was in some respects incomplete, 
owing to the absence of information ; but 
as an expression of opinion on the part. 
of his noble friend and other influential 
Members of the House of Commons, it. 
might have a serious influence on the 
Conference, which was perhaps one of 
the most important for the future wel- 
fare of the Empire that had ever taken 
place. 


(3.14.) MRu EDMUND ROBERTSON 
said that this debate had ranged 

retty well over the whole of the 
Navy Estimates; he did not complain, 
because they were nearly all incidental 
to the main thesis of the noble 
Lord opposite. He was not surprised 
that the hon. Gentleman who had just 
sat down should have expressed some 
wonder as to this debate being taken 
to-day. It had been taken to-day in 
spite of repeated protests from various 
parts of the House. The Vote was put 
down for discussion three weeks ago, in 
spite of similar protests. The Committee 
was told it was put down then at the 
instance of the noble Lord the Member 
for Woolwich, but the noble Lord joined 
in the protest against its being taken. 
It was suggested that it was again put 
down for to-day at the request of the noble 
Lord, who had, however, a few days pre- 
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viously stated in terms that he wished it 
adjourned until later in the session. 
Vote 12 was the key-Vote of the whole of 
the Navy Estimates. He had no objection 
to its being discussed on this occasion if it 
was not counted part of the time allotted 
to Navy Estimates. He should insist on 
further time being given on another occa- 
sionto Vote 12. He would suggest, after 
this discussion terminated, that the Vote 
should be withdrawn until a later period 
of the'session. Why the Report of the 
Boiler Committee was delayed he did not 
know. It was said that the Admiralty 
wanted time to peruseit. Well, there was 
no reason why they should not have 
such time as they required, but let the 
House, who also wanted to peruse it, 
have such time as they required also; he 
thought it was possible there might be 
within the four corners of that Report 
matters strictly relevant to Vote 12. 
There were some relevant to Vote’ 8, 
which was already half discussed, and he 
trusted before Vote 12 was agreed to, 
that Report would be in the hands of 
Members. (4 


Tae SECRETARY To THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): That will be done. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON ex- 
pressed his gratification at the state- 
ment of the hon. Member opposite. 
He reminded the Committee that with 
regard to the Naval works the Ad- 
miralty had pledged themselves to 
ive the House an opportunity of 
iscussing naval works annually ; that 
when there was no Naval Works Bill 
the Admiralty were bound to furnish a 
statement. 


THe CIVIL LORD or THe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. PRETYMAN, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) said that could be dis- 
cussed on Vote 10.: 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
Vote 10 always had to be taken early 
in the session ; for departmental reasons 
this session it was taken with the full 
understanding that naval works should 
be discussed in the proper place on 
Vote 12. The promise of an annual 
Statement of progress was made in 
1900. Was that Statement goin 
to be produced? It was promised, an 


VOL. CIX. [FourtH Sertzs.] 
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it was due. This annual Statement. 
had been made ever since - naval 
works began; if there was a Naval 
Works Bill the particulars. required 
were found in the Schedule ; if there was. 
no Naval Works Bill, as in 1900, then 
the annual Statement was made. In that 
ear it was presented just at this time. 
e protested against this Vote being 
parted with until the annual Statement. 
of the works carried on under the Naval 
Works Act was produced. The hon. 
Member for Yarmouth had alluded to 
the matters of Colonial policy to be 
discussed at the Conference of the 
Colonial Premiers. Colonial policy, it 
was obvious, must be entered into, 
and the policy of the Admiralty must 
be involved, and these considerations 
could only be dealt with by the 
House on Vote 12. Therefore, on 
these three grounds it was absolutely 
necessary that this Vote should not be 
taken now. The Government, at what- 
ever cost, must find time to allow the 
Committee to consider all these questions. 
He had made these preliminary observa- 
tions before replying to the noble Lord. 
He had listened very carefully to the 
statement of the noble Lord, with some 
anxiety to know what question it was for 
the consideration of which this Vote had 
been set down today. He was as much at 
a loss at the end of the speech of the noble 
Lord as he was at the beginning, because 
in the course of that long speech he could 
find no definite proposition to which Yes. 
or No could be said. The noble Lord 
commenced by saying that the present 
system was a rotten system. What did 
that mean, and what change did the 
noble Lord suggest? How did he prove 
it was a rotten system? By the most 
unfortunate argument a man could well. 
use; by declaring that any improvement 
that had come into the Navy had 
come in at the instance of outside: 
agitation. 


*LorpD CHARLES BERESFORD: 
Hear, hear! 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : That. 
was the proposition ; he would deny itso 
far as the Kamiralty, of which he was a 
member, was concerned, and he thought 
he could deny it in the case of the 
present Admiralty. The noble Lord said 
that in 1889 the Navy, through outside: 


2Z 
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agitation, got. £21,000,000. That was 
under the Naval Defence Act, but that 
£21,000,000 was really. made up by 
spreading over seven years an average 
of £3,000,000. a year in ship building, 
which was a mere trifle compared with 
the £9,000,000 which was being spent 
this year in new construction. But 
it gave to other countries the impression 
that we were really spending £21,000,000 
additional on the Navy. 


*Lorp (HARLES BERESFORD :.A 
very good thing too. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
noble Lord said it was a very good thing, 
but the Naval Defence Act had created a 
totally false impression at home and 
abroad. It created in this country the 
erroneous impression that £21,000,000 
was being spent right off on the Navy, 
and it stimulated naval activity in other 
countries, which had not seen through 
the trick. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD «aid 
the hon. Gentleman was quite correct in 
saying that the money under the Naval 
Defence Act had been spread over a 
large number of years. But, all the 
same, it had placed the Navy for the 
first time in a state of superiority over 
other nations. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
adhered to his statement that the Act did 
notadd anything 1eally to our expenditure 
on the Navy, and that it produced 
naval activity in other countries which 
had led to increased expenditure by us. 
That they were wrong about that was 

ved by the fact that no succeedin 

rd of Admiralty had ever dream 
of repeating the policy. The House of 
Commons Thad ways responded most 
willingly to any demands made on the 
responsibility of the Admiralty. The 
noble Lord then went on to say that in 
1893 there was another agitation, and 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
made statements about the views of the 
Admirals on the Board which he was 
compelled to withdraw by their resign- 
ing en bloc, é 


An Hon. Memper: Threatening to 


resign. 
Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
would like to have some authority for that 
statement. He was a member of the Board 
of Admiralty at the time; he had the 
full concurrence of all his colleagues, and 
he did not accept the statement of the 
noble Lord as to what took place in 1893. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: What 
did take place ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON ‘said the 
noble Lord would see in Hansard. The then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, speaking 
in debate and not as representing the 
Admiralty at all, put an interpretation 
on certain figures in an official document 
for which the Naval Lords were respon- 
sible, which interpretation, no doubt, was 
not in ment with the opinion enter- 
tained. by them. It was a perfectly 
innocent mistake, and if the noble Lord 
inferred from that that the then Chan- 
cellor a the = og was not in full 
sympathy with the Naval programme 
ion in existence, he could only say he 
was completely mistaken. en that 
debate took place the programme of the 
following year had been practically 
decided upon, and the Government re- 
fused, on a Motion for the Adjournment 
of the House at the demand of the 
Opposition, and in anticipation of the 
ry) Estimates, to lay there and then 
before the House, in order to relieve the 
agg — as to ae intentions, 

e whole pro me then under dis- 
cussion ey finally submitted to the 
House in the followi year. The 
agitation of which the = Lord spoke 
had no effect on the Board of Admiralty 
as regarded that programme. One of 

t features of the enormous pro- 
gramme of the following year was not 
so much the increase in the number of 
ships; it was the new Naval Works 
policy, whieh had received such portent- 
ous development in the course of the 
last eight or ten years. In 1894 the 
first modest beginnings were made; in 
1895 it was really put on its final basis 
2 the Naval Works Act which he had 
the honour. of introducing and carrying 


in that year. That was a Foxes policy. 
ing’s Lynn 


The hon. Member for 

and “— had not been believers 
in it, but it was accepted by the 
House and generally admitted ‘j be, 


whether a right or a wrong policy, a 
most ret. al donde be "the 
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‘Naval policy of the country. He could 
assure the noble Lord that outside 

itation had absolutely nothing to do 
with that programme. If reference 
were made to the back records of the 
Navy League it would be seen that they 
had no suggestions whatever to make 
at that time about Naval Works. Even 
the question of Gibraltar had not been 
raised in that way at the time. 


Mr. .GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 


is): May I correct the hon. Gentle- 
man? It had been raised constantly. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON aaid he 
did not mean that the question had never 
been discussed, but what he did say was 
that the Admiralty was not influenced by 
outside agitation on the point, because 
outside agitation in those days did. not 
contemplate a policy of Naval works 
at all. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: It | 


was answered by the Prime Minister. 


Me. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
did not understand what the noble Lord 
meant by that remark. His reference to 
1893 was certainly an unfortunate one, 
but it was astounding that he should 
<omplete his pretended proof of an 
unprovable and, indeed, unstable and 
unstated proposition by referring to 
the agitation of last year. That the 
moble Lord of all men should refer to it 
was amazing. About this time last year 
the Government of the day, in response 
to an appeal from one of their ‘own 
‘supporters, set up this or some other 
Vote in order that the points raised by 
ithe agitation of the Navy League might 
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|distribution of the fleet out of. the 
hands of the Admiralty, and to have it 
settled by outside agitation in the first 
intance, and by Votes in the House of 
Commons in the second, and when 
the noble Lord said that it was a 
proof that reform could only be 
obtained by agitation, and also a proof 
| that the present system was rotten, he 
|-could only say the noble Lord could not 
have followed the result with the atten- 
tion he would have expected of him. 
He might say more about it, but he was 
disarmed by the explanation given by 
the noble Lord in an earlier part of the 
session of his own connection with it. 
There. were many deplorable features 
about that agitation. The true inner 
history of it had not yet been made 
public; but he knew that statements 
purporting to come from officers in high 
command in the Fleet were circulated in 
the House, which appeared to him, if 
true, to be utterly inconsistent with the 
loyalty due from officers in high com- 
mand to the Admiralty under which 
they were serving, and utterly destructive 
of anything like discipline in the Navy. 
He was astonished that the noble Lord 
should have referred to an agitation 
which had so many lamentable con- 
comitants, and such an inconclusive re- 
sult as that of last year. 


But what did the noble Lord want ? 
He complained that there was nobody 
responsible, that there was nobody at the 
Board to state the requirements of the 
Navy, and that certain considerations, 
which he called political and financial, 
were allowed unduly to interfere with 
the administration of the Navy. He 
gin, the noble Lord had got hold of 
“a defect in the Constitution, he was 

ing to say, of the country, rather than 





‘be discussed. Those were the days of | 8978 


the message from the Mediterranean, 
formulated by a writer whom, he 
understood, the noble Lord now declared 
‘to be all the time a dangerous man. 
If the noble Lord had been a Member 
-of Parliament at that time he would have 
admitted that a more complete fiasco 
than that debate never took place in 


of the Admiralty, but he doubted whether 
the noble Lord himself quite realised how 
great that defect was. The noble Lord 
would not for a moment deny that in the 
Navy itself, there was a direct chain of 
responsibility from the humblest seaman 





to the Admiral in chief command, for the 
duty each was required to do. The 


‘tthe House. The whole agitation so far| Admiral then took all responsibility. 
as it found utterance in the House was| The Admirals had full. power, in the 
blown to atoms. It was an impossible | ordinary discharge of their duty, to call 
thesis that was then put forward. | to justice every member of the Navy who 
It was an attempt to take the failed to fulfil the duty required of him 
actual responsibility relating to the! by his position. 


2Z2 
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Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: 
They ought to do so. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
they had power to do it ; if they did not 
do it they were responsible to the 
Admiralty, and the Admiralty ought 
then to do its duty. But the Admiralty, 
in turn, were responsible to whom? To 
the House of Commons, and that was the 
, ey responsibility of all. What he 

esired to prove to the noble Lord and to 
the Committee, was that this theoretical 
responsibility broke down at the very 
point where it was most important. The 
chain. of responsibility was weakest 
where it ought to be strongest, and 
‘ that was in the House itself. What 
was the use of talking of the respon- 
sibility of Departments when they 
looked at what took place in the House 
on the discussion of the Estimates? If 
the noble Lord wanted an example, there 
was one in connection with the Admir- 
alty itself, which occurred last year. 
There was an administrative breakdown 
of the. most grave description in con- 
nection with the building of the Royal 
yacht. He ventured to bring that matter 
before the House and he was supported 
many hon. Members on that side. 
Were they 


b 

How were they treated ? 
granted even a fair hearing? He did 
not complain. of anything that was said 
about himself, but an hon. friend of his 
who spoke on the subject was insulted 
by the Leader of the House for ventur- 


ing even to refer to the matter. They 
were told that they were censuring 
absent men, as if it were not their 
business to criticise and, if necessary, to 
censure all the men responsible for the 
business of. the country. They were 
beaten in the lobby by two to one, and 
no answer was ever made to the very 
moderate statement of the case. Not 
only that, but the House of Commons 
and the country were denied any oppor- 
tunity of perusing the Report of the 
Departmental Committee which con- 
sidered the matter. The noble Lord had 
got hold of a real defect if he only knew 
where it lay. The defect lay with this 
House, and not in the Admiralty. The 
defect lay in the imperfect means pos- 
sessed by the House of making public 
servants responsible to it. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD : 
Then the defect of which I complain does 
exist. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON agreed, 
but it was a defect in the system of the 
House, and, to some extent, in the Members 
of the House, How was it to be remedied ?’ 
He would tell the noble Lord how he 
thought his object could be secured, 
But his suggestion would apply not to 
the Admiralty alone, but to all Depart- 
ments of state, because the mischief to. 
which he referred was common to all, 
There was not the slightest use in sub- 
mitting the conduct of any public servant 
to the House if Ministers were going to 
get up and treat it as a crime that 
officials should be criticised or censured. 
It was no good a man trying to do his 
duty in the House if such a random state- 
ment as that to which he had referred 
was to be immediately copied and re- 
peated by an ignorant and unscrupulous 
Press as happened at that time. And 
what was the use of bringing up such 
matters on the Estimates? The Estim- 
ates had to be carried ; the Parliamentary 
majority had to be at the disposal of the 
Government of the day, or they must go 
out of office. What he wanted to see 
was a system of Parliamentary control 
which did not involve party considerations 
at all, and he knew of only one way 
in which that could be obtained. It 
was a system he had advocated for many 
years. First of all, he would have the 
Estimates of the year, after they had 
been carried into execution, submitted to 
a Select Committee, or a body like the 
Public Accounts Committee, who should. 
have authority to call before them the 
men responsible for every defect they 
might discover. The Public Accounts 
Committee in vain attempted to extend. 
its jurisdiction. It was the Public 
Accounts Committee which reported the 
Royal Yacht case to the House, and 
what was the result ? The Government 
of the day, and the House itself, gave 
the Committee the go-by. As a matter 
of fact, the Committee was really exceed- 
ing its functions in dealing with the 
matter at all. The Public Accounts 
Committee had to deal only with matters 
of account ; it had nothing to do with 
matters of administration or efficiency. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Pardon me. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : That 
is the view taken by the Government of: 
the day. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: But not by 
the Committee. 


‘Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON was 
aware that thet view was not taken by the 
Committee, nor by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn so long as he was a member 
of that Committee. But that was the 
practical result. The Public Accounts 
Committee might report until they were 
black in the face; the answer to any- 
thing said by them was simply that it 
was a matter of administration for which 
the Department concerned was re- 
sponsible, and with which they had 
nothing to do. What he would suggest 
‘was either that the functions of the 
Public. Accounts Committee should be 
enlarged, and definite instructions given 
to it to examine into administration and 
efficiency, or else that another Com- 
mittee, supplementary to the Public 
Accounts Committee, should be charged 
with the duty of supervising the execu- 
tion of the Estimates, in order to see 
whether or not the mandate of the 
country, which every Estimate carried to 
theGovernment, had been duly executed. 
But that of itself would not be quite 
enough. Notonly should the Estimates 
of the year, after they had been carried 
mmto execution, be submitted to the 
survey of a Select Committee, but the 
Estimates for the current year, before 
ithey were even laid before the House of 
Commons, should be examined by a 
Committee from the point of view of 
administration and efficiency—he would 
mot say of policy, because that was 
‘another matter. That Committee 
should call before it the departmental 
officer responsible for each proposal, 
ask why the proposal was made and 
why so much money was asked for, 
instead of a smaller or larger amount. 
The Estimates so surveyed should then 
be sent to the House of Commons, 
accompanied by such a Report as the 
Committee might think proper to make. 


_ *Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: It 
us a good plan. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Then 
the noble Lord accepts that ? 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: 
Certainly. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON wished 
that others would be equally complaisant, 
because he believed the proposal to be a 
sound one. The noble Lord would probably 
not differ much from him now when he 


‘said that a real defect had been pointed 


out, that it resided not in the Admiralty 
alone, but in the whole public service, 
and that the real fault lay with the House 
of Commons, which would not exercise 
the soverign powers given to it by the 
Constitution. 

In spite of what he said at the beginning 
of his remarks, he hoped the debate 
initiated by the noble Lord would do good. 
There had been conspicuously absent 
from it all the sensational motives and 
excitement which had accompanied 
former agitations. Before the noble Lord 
made his speech he feared the Navy 
League were again in the business, but he 
was glad to say he had found no trace of 
it this time. The Navy League, however, 
was on the war-path. He had received 
its last. publication only that day, and his 
right hon. friend the Member for the 
Forest of Dean was one of the prominent 
contributors. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: I may 
perhaps say, in order to prevent any 
misapprehension, that Iam not a member 
of the Navy League. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
did not refer to his right hon. friend as a 
member of the League, but asa contribu- 
tor to its last publication. In that issue, by 
way of complaint, the following astound- 
ing statement appeared with reference to 
the recent war— 

‘* The joys of battle have been denied to the 

British Navy, and with them the glittering 
rewards which accompany them.” 
The inhuman ass who perpetrated that 
statement—he did not in the least know 
who wrote it, so that he was not making 
any personal reflection upon him—but 
whoever it was, the folly and inhumanity 
of the statement were such that he did 
not believe the writer could have under- 
stood the nature of the words he was 
using. If he might congratulate the 
noble Lord on the result of the debate, he 
would venture to add also his congratu- 
lations on the complete absence from his 
speech of any such truculent and 
atrocious spirit as that contained in the 
words he had just read. 
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*(3.52.) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It 
is not easy for me to reply as adequately 
as I could desire to the many important 
points which have been raised in the 
course of this debate. I am glad to be 
acquitted by. the noble Lord of the 
offences unjustly attributed to me in 
some quarters of being too optimistic in 
speaking of naval matters, or of with- 
holding from the House convictions of 
my own different from the views which 
[ publicly express. I hope I have suc- 
ceeded—at any rate, I have endeavoured 
to the best of my ability, when I have 
believed the arguments adduced showed 
deficiencies in the Navy, to admit that 
they were well founded ; and I have not 
attempted on any occasion to take too 
optimistic a line with regard to the 
service with the administration of 
which I am connected. I am, there- 
fore, glad to have that admission from 
the noble Lord. In endeavouring to 
reply to the points he and other hon. 

embers have raised, I hope the noble 

Lord will clearly understand that, 
though I may differ from him in some 
particulars, I cannot reply to him 


without feeling that I am speaking 
in the presence of an exeeodngly com- 


petent and experienced naval officer, 
whose opinion is entitled to great weight 
in this House, and for whose opinion I 
certainly maintain a sincere regard. At 
the same time, I think it is most impor- 
tant, as the noble Lord has put ‘himself 
forward as the protagonist in this matter, 
that we should not overrate the value of 
the opinions he has expressed merely 
because he has had this’ exceptional 
experience. We must examine his views, 
even though we attach great weight to 
them on professional grounds. 


I confess that if I were to appraise the 
speeches in this debate, I should be 
tempted to pat the speeches of my hon. 
friend the Member for Great Yarmouth 
and the right hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Forest of Dean in front of that 
of my-.noble friend in the matter of 
value as real contributions to the 
discussion of the attitude and policy 
of the Admiralty. I listened. to 
the noble Lord with great attention, but 
I challenge any hon, Member to deny 
that the impression left on the mind of 
the Committee as to what he really 
desired or what was really required to 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


{COMMONS} 


Navy Estimates. 130¢ 


be done was an exceedingly v one. 
If I were to submit hon Hoa who 


heard the noble Lord to an examination, 
and ask them to write down what it really 
wag that he desired should be done, [ 
doubt whether they would be able to do 
so. The only thing’ he desires in the 
Navy is efficiency. Of course he dogs. 
But efficiency is not an absolute positive 
fact. . There is no positive point of 
efficiency that will ever or can ever be 
reached. I entirely deny that the Navy 
is not efficient now. The Navy is 
efficient. But that it can be made 
more efficient I should be very unwilling 
todeny. Ido not think, however, that. 
we ate helped very much on the road 
by assertions that the Navy is not. 
efficient, and that the system is utterly: 
rotten. 


The noble Lord dwelt, as he has: 
dwelt elsewhere, upon two or three 
concrete instances which he put forward: 
as justifying the view that the adminis- 
tration of the Navy was rotten. [ 
should like to refer to those imstances,. 
because when we have. arrived at a 
decision as to their bg we om 
perhaps a jate the value of some o 
the pasa ang were based upon: 
them. The noble Lord said that a great. 
deal had been done by this Beard and by 
other Boards as the result of public 
agitation. That is a matter I am not 
proposing to discuss. I am concerned. 
only with what has been done or is 
being attempted by the present Board, 
and on that I can speak with some 
knowledge. If the present Board have- 
done anything as the result of public 
agitation, I should say the Board. 
might be blamed, but the eountry was. 
to be congratulated. The noble Lordi 
spoke of the question of coal. Indeed, I 
think that question ran all through his: 
speech. He has made statements with 
regard to the failure of the policy of the: 
Admiralty in reference to coal not only 
here, but elsewhere. Those statements. 
are very definite indeed; therefore, to- 
those statements I invite the attention of 
the Committee, in. order that they may 
judge whether the policy .of the Board of 
Admiralty on behalf of which I am 
speaking, has been as inadequate as it 18- 
represented to have been, The noble 
Lord in March last made @ very strong: 





statement indeed. As an ‘matance 
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of the unbusinesslike proceedings of 
the Admiralty, he mentioned that end 
on the Mediterranean station, five years 
after the nt Government came into 
office, he had reason to complain of the 
inadequate supply of coal at Malta and 
Gibrattar, and that he threatened, if the 
necessgry coal were not sent, to haul 
down “his flag and publish a letter in’ 
every newspaper in England. That was 
a gallant thing to say, and we heard then, | 
as we have heard again, of Lord Nelson 
and his blind: eye and so on. For days 
the newspapers of the country were ring- 
ing with that splendid declaration. But 
what happened ? On 9th April—twenty- 
six days later, we had a second edition of 
that statement in a letter by the noble 
Lord, in which he said— 

“IT informed my Commander - in - Chief in 
conversation that I considered the danger to 
the Empire so acute that if the coal supply was 
not increased I should ask leave to haul down 
my flag. ” 

That gives a very different complexion to 
the declaration. That, however, is not 
really the important matter. What is 


important is the accusation in connection 
with which this declaration was made. 
The accusation is that in June, 1900, 


when the noble Lord was second-in- 
command in the Mediterranean, the coal 
supply of the Mediterranean Fleet was 
inadequate, to the knowledge of the Ad- 
miralty, and that, in consequence of some 
action taken by the noble Lord, that coal 
supply was increased. 

*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I 
never said that. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I do not 
know what the noble Lord did say, then, | 
The noble Lord has been telling us that 
in consequence of representations made 
by him there has been an increase in the 
Mediterranean coal supply. There is, how- 
ever, a perfectly well-known and ordinary 
method of procuring supplies of coal, not 
only in the Mediterranean but in all parts 
of the Empire, and of seeing that they 
are adequate and. sufficient. At the end 
of the year 1899 the officers charged 
with this duty, the Commander-in- 
Chief and the. Admiral - Superinten- 
dent at Malta, called attention to the fact 
that, in view of the large consumption of 
coal on the ships which the Admiralty 
were sending to the Mediterranean, the 
ordinary stock kept there would not be 
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sufficient. That matter was fully dis- 
cussed by the Board of Admiralty, 
and on the 5th of February, 1900, . 
an additional coal | Was sanc- 
tioned. On the 9th February the 
noble Lord hoisted: his flag in the Medi- 
terranean, and in June of that year 
he made the communication to the Ad- 
miralty in t of which this change 
is supposed to have been made. 


Incidentally he might say that the 
noble Lord was: wrong to the extent of 
20,000 tons—or 50 per cent. of his own 
statement—with regard to the quantity « 
of coal which -he believed to have been 
stored in Malta at that time. What I 
want to point out is that these reinforce- 
ments of the coal supply at Malta have 
been proceeding r ly and progres- 
sively as part of the ordinary routine 
of the Admiralty, and, as we _—, er 
able to get more sto 8 at ta, 
coal woh ay ves added gradual , and we 
have now a very large supply of coal 
both at Malta and Gibraltar. It is an 
entire delusion to suggest that when those 
matters have been brought to the notice 
of the Admiralty in the ordinary way, 
and by our own officers, we have acted 
not on the recommendation of those 
Officers, but in consequence of agitation. 
There is not the slightest foundation for 
that suggestion. But this is not all, for 
other reproaches have been thrust upon 
the Admiralty in respect of their policy 
in regard to the coal supply. We have 
been lectured with regard to the re- 
missness of the Admiralty in reference to 
patent fuel. On the 25th of March the 
noble Lord said— 


‘‘The French, Italian, Russian, and Turkish 
nations are fully aware of the fact pointed out 
by Mr. Allan (t.e. ... .) that coal deteriorates 
by storage, but. unlike the British, they have 
taken steps to enable them to have stores 
of coal fuel which are not affected hy time.” 


Observe, please, the nature of this 
definite “aod, public charge. We were 
lectured up hill and down dale for 
not doing what the French, Russian, 
Turkish and Italian Admiralties did 
in storing fuel that’ would not de- 
teriorate. What’ are the facts? Four 
ears ago the whole question of patent 
fuel was gone into at the Admiralty. 
A Committee sat upon it and weperred 
upon it, and early in 1901 the manufacture 
of patent fuel of a character unsurpassed 


and unrivalled in the supplies of any nation 
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in the world was begun, and thousands 
and tens of thousands of tons of this fuel 
have been stored at our naval stations 
throughout the Empire since that time. 
At the time the noble Lord himself was 
commanding in the Mediterranean there 
were at Maita thousands of tons of this 
patent fuel stored there. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD : How 
many thousand ? 


* Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I will not 
tell the noble Lord at the moment 
flow many thousand, but there were 
thousands of tons. Nevertheless at the 
beginning of this year the noble Lord 
comes down and reproves the Admiralty 
for failing to take this elementary pre- 
caution of supplying patent fuel to the 
Navy. 

, there is one other ground of 
reproach. It is suggested that the 
Admiralty have increased the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet since their attention was 
called to its inadequacy by some acute 
outburst of agitation. If it were true that 
the Admiralty had discovered for the 
first.time from some outside source that 
the Mediterranean Fleet was inadequate, 
and had increased it in consequence, I 
confess that that would have been a 
matter of reproach and a matter of blame 
to the Admiralty. But as a matter of 
fact nothing of the kind took place. 
What did happen was precisely what I 
said in this House last year would 
happen. The noble Lord has suggested 
that because of some special agitation 
more battleships were sent to the 
Mediterranean, but the battleships sent 
there were not built in six months, 
and the particular ships sent out were 
sanctioned by this House, and laid 
down one, ,two,, and three years 
before this agitation was heard of, and 
were sent to the ‘Mediterranean then, 
because then, and then only, they 
became available. The noble Lord, I 
may incidentally say, was wrong in 
saying there has been no reinforcement 
of the Fleets of other Powers in the 
Mediterranean, because there have been 
very considerable and important rein- 
forcements of the Fleets of other Powers 
in the Mediterranean. Speaking on 
behalf. of the Boatd ‘of Admiralty last 

_ year, I stated distinctly that it was the 
antention of the Admiralty as soon as 
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battleships, cruisers, and destroyers 
became available, to strengthen the 
Fleet in the Mediterranean. Not only 
the Mediterranean Fleet, but every other 
portion of the Fleet has also been 
strengthened in this way. I remember the 
time when there was only one destroyer, 
the“ Ardent,” in the Mediterranean Fleet, 
but as destroyers have become avafable 
they have been added to the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet. I know that my right 
hon. friend opposite thinks that even 
now we might with advantage have 
more destroyers in the Mediterranean 
Fleet, but we cannot add vessels that 
we do not possess. All I can say is that 
as the ships became available they have 
been added in the first instance to the 
Channel Fleet and the Home Fleet, and 
in the second instance to the Mediter- 
ranean and China Fleets. These rein- 
forcements have been made in pursuance 
of nothing but the ordinary policy of 
the Board of Admiralty. 

We have had another rebuke, which | 
think has now fallen to the ground, we 
were told that the Malta breakwater 
was another of these children of the 
agitation. I think, however, that the 
author of that charge has now recanted. 
That step, like many others, was taken 
subsequently to the visit of the. First 
Lord of the Admiralty and the principal 
Members of the Board to Malta 
last year. But although the effective 
prosecution of the scheme dates from 
this visit, the initiation of that very 
important work dates from a much 
earlier period, and only became operative 
on the advice we received before and of 
which we had approved. 1 have dwelt 
upon these things, I hope not unduly, 
because I thi general charges of 
inefficiency may be distrusted when it is 
found that what have been spoken of as 
definite and concrete instances, produced 
in order to convince hon. Members, will 
not bear the light of investigation. 

A fancy picture has been drawn of the 
Admiralty. It is said the First Sea Lord 
is so occupied with trivial details that he 
has no time for other and more im- 
portant duties, and that some new 
personage to be styled a “ War Lord” is 
wanted at the Admiralty. That picture 
of the Senior Naval Lord does not 
coincide with any vision that has 
been vouchsafed to me; there is no 
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foundation for the suggestion that the 
Senior Naval Lord, who is a man of 
much experience, and greatly trusted by 
ithe Navy, occupies himself in this 
way; and if there be any difficulty it 
will not be got over by calling the 
Senior Lord by another name. It 
has been suggested that the Intelligence 
Department should be strengthened. 
I said before, and I repeat it now, that 
we must never admit, with our grave 
responsibilities and the growing size of 
-our Navy from year to year, that an 
organisation which after all—more’s 
ithe pity—is really a comparatively 
new one is adequate to all the needs of 
the Navy; but, nevertheless, I believe 
ithat the Intelligence Department is a 
very important, and I think a very well- 
manned body. It has been deenanhionak 
and already we have seventeen naval 
officers, assisted by an adequate staff of 
-clerks acting precisely in the fashion in 
which it is said they ought to act—as 
advisers tothe Senior Naval Lord in 
‘the performance of his very important 
-duty of directing the movements of 
‘the Fleet and regulating matters of 
higher policy in regard to our naval 
«Strategy. 

We have been told that our Navy is 
‘inefficient, but I wish to be told where 
that inefficiency exists and what is the 
nature of it. These grave charges of in- 
‘efficiency ought to be localised. I have 
already admitted that the condition of 
the Navy is capable of being improved, 
but when we have these very grave 
‘charges of inefficiency made I think we 
Ought to insist that the dots should be 
put upon the i’s. Is the inefficiency in 
‘the Mediterranean Fleet, the Home 
Fleet, the China Fleet, or in the 
‘squadron which has been keeping 
ee the blockade in South Africa? 

ich of these squadrons is inefficient, 
which of them is incomplete in its 
‘organisation ? These are all things which 
I think we ought to be told when these 
broad charges are brought against the 
‘policy of the Admiralty. We are told 
that we ought to get a pound’s worth 
for a pound, and that we do not do so 
now. That may be true, and I suppose 
tit is more or less true of every public 
-department, and there are difficulties 
‘which must necessarily arise in dealing 
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with the details of a great military ser- 
vice. I believe, however, that we have now 
got nearer the getting of a pound’s worth 
for a pound at the Admiralty than has 
ever been the case in the past, and before 
we are attacked in this way I think we 
ought to have a little more detail given 
as to where we are squandering public 
money, and as to where we are ad- 
ministering the affairs of the Admiralty 
in a way in which we ought not. 

The hon. Member for Gateshead spoke 
about a particular branch of the general 
naval question. He spoke of the part 
science ought to play and the respect it 
ought to receive in the Navy. Idonot agree 
with him as to his policy of a sweeping 
root-and-branch change. We owe an in- 
calculable amount to the Navy as at 
present organised, and any man would be 
foolish beyond words who lent h mself 
to advocating a great and ilJ-considered 
change in the organisation of our Navy; 
but I believe it to be true in the 
Navy, as in every large department of 
the national life, that we have not yet 
fully realised the position that science 
has taken, and is bound to take to a 
still larger extent, in this country and 
in the world. I do not say that that 
is peculiar to the Navy. I think it is 
far less true of the Navy than it is of 
many other great departments of life. 
But I do not want to discuss this ques- 
tion at length; I only wish to say 1 am 
in agreement with the hon. Member 
to that extent. 

The counsel given to us by my hon. and 
learned friend the member for Dundee, who 
has now left the House,does not commend 
itself to me, and I rather think it is a 
sinister agreement between the hon. 
Gentleman and my noble friend. I would 
venture to caution the noble Lord against 
so readily accepting such an auxiliary 
in such a cause. The hon. Member 
seems to think that we should bene- 
fit the Navy and the country if we 
entrusted the whole affairs of the 
Admiralty to a Committee of this 
House. I have been for ten years a 
Member of this House, and I have great 
respect for its qualifications and powers, 
but I have not an overwhelming respect 
for the capacity of Committees of this 
House to do administrative work of a 
very minute kind. Unless we can get 
our great public offices to perform their 
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duties. we shall be very : unfortunate, 
because’ I am quite confident that the 
House of Commons can never perform 
the duties for them. I do not know 
what is the higher policy of the Govern- 
ment, but, as far as my experience of 
the work of the Admiralty goes, 1 believe 
it would be disastrous’ if we were to 
refer all these questions — questions 
of scientific detail—to a Committee of 
Members of this House, however ‘ex- 
cellently composed. Members of this 
House are not accustomed to deal with 
these matters, and would import into 
their decisions on these questions con- 
siderations alien to those which ought to 
decide the actual policy of the Admiralty. 
If you cannot trust the Admiralty you 
should say so, and get another Board of 
Admiralty. You may get another system 
if you like, but you ought not to try to 
take out of the hands of your appointed 
servants the work you ‘have appointed 
them to do. 

There is only one other matter, but it 
is very important. I ventured to say at 
the beginning of my remarks that I 
valued the remarks of the noble 
Lord, but attached still higher importance 
to the remarks of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Forest of Dean 
and my hen. friend the Member for 
Yarmouth. It is refreshing to find we 
are now permitted in this House—as we 
ought to be permitted—to discuss the 
affairs of the two services in conjunction ; 
ithas been nothing but an advantage tothe 
conduct of this debate. The right hon. 
Gentleman opposite has quoted examples 
which seem to me to enforce the truth 
that there is a lack of organisation 
somewhere in dealing with the higher 
policy of the defence of this Empire. 
I do not think the lesson of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s illustration is 
quite as cogent as he could have made 
it, because he quoted the divergence of 
opinion which undoubtedly existed in the 
case of Wei-Hai-Wei as an example of 
advice given by a professional adviser 
not reaching the political heads of the 
Board of Admiralty and members of 
the Government in the form in 
which they should have received 
it. That ‘seems to be a _ misin- 
terpretation of the lesson of that 
divergence. As the right hon. Gentle- 
man said, there was a very remarkable 
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variation in the advice tendered, but. 
there is no foundation for the suggestion 


‘that the advice having been 


was not actedupon. I think the gist. 
of the whole charge is that there was. 
such a variation, not only in the 
advice tendered, but in the policy 
followed. 

The right hon. Gentleman has. also. 
cited the case of the tardy establishment 
of the School of Strategy at Greenwich, 
and also that of the Gibraltar Docks ;: 
and he has refrained from quoting many 
other instances which he might quote.. 
I recognise the force of these illustrations; 
I recognise their cogency, and I cannot 
but reaffirm the belief I held before I 
stood at this table, and since I have- 
stood here, that there is a need for- 
some reinforcement of the intellectual. 
equipment which directs, or ought to- 
direct, the enormous forces of our 
Empire. I adhere to all I have said as. 
to the value, even in their present not 
wholly developed form, of the Intelli- 

ence Departments of our two great 
niviées But I feel that these questions, . 
which are, and must be, outside the 
purview of either of those bodies acting: 
independently, cannot be dealt with even 
by the highest officers in either of the 
services, or even by the highest political 
intelligences, merely by preliminary or: 
casual examination. We have learned. 
the lesson—it is an accepted axiom—that 
in almost every branch of the application. 
of mind to matter, before we can 
adequately deal with the practical applica-- 
tion of enormous forces, we must’ make a 
study of those forces and of the laws. 
which govern them. That study can-- 
not be made as a mere incident of 
professional life. There are great officers: 
who have served, and are serving, 
this ccuntry, enormously to its advantage. 
They had "devoted their great powers to- 
the special avocations and duties which 
they had been performing, but many 
of them, and, indeed, I may say ‘the- 
majority of them, have not been called 
upon to specialise in the study of this 
exceedingly complicated problem of the- 
defence of : the Empire, and the prepara- 
tion and utilisation of its great resources. 
in the most economical, and, the most 
efficient manner. I should be false: 
to myself if I were to deny that I believe 


there is room for a greatéY amount of 
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reparation in advance with rd to 
the defence of this Empire. Tos not 
at’ all sanguine that we can improvise in 
a month, or‘a year, or five years, or even 
in ten years, an organisation which will 
enable us to do all we ought to do, and 
all we desire to do, in this direction ; 
but it is certain that unless and until we 
take the initial steps the day of fruition 
will be indefinitely postponed. Feeling 
as I do on this subject, I need hardly 
say I have a great deal of sympathy and 
agreement with the views that have 
been put forward. Many of us have our 
own ideas as to how a commencement 
should be made, but, until a commence- 
ment is made, we shall be no nearer 
to the realisation of our hopes. 

With regard to the general: ques- 
tion brought before the Committee, I 
can only ey 8 that I honestly believe 
the present Board of Admiralty is aware 
of the deficiences of the Navy, as far as 
they exist, and is exceedingly alert in 
its endeavour to remedy them. I pro- 
test against the idea that there is a 
body of persons at the Admiralty who 
require @ perpetual stimulus to put their 
activities into operation. I will not men- 
tion any names, but I do ask those hon. 
Members who are acquainted with the 
principal officers of the Board of Admir- 
alty, and that smaller number of Mem- 
bers who know the subordinate members 
of the Admiralty staff, whether they can 
believe that these officers are spending 
their valuable time, at this important 
period of their careers, in any other way 
than in endeavouring to enforce the 
views they have always held outside 
that office—views which I know they 
now entertain, and views which, I am 
certain, they regard themselves as com- 
pelled by their duty to the country and 
to the great service to which they belong, 
to impress upon the policy of ' the 
Admiralty. 


(4.25.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said 


the hon. Gentleman had made, as 
he had expected from him, a very 
handsome admission ‘in regard to the 
force of the arguments addressed to 
him this afternoon ; indeed, he thought 
there could be no better justification for 
the debate than the allowance, of the 
hon. Gentleman that greater intellectual 
activity was required in the highest 
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Departments dealing with defence, and. 
that greater co-ordination was necessary 
in the elements of that defence. That 
was broadly the case which had been put. 
before the Committee by the noble Lord: 
the Member for Woolwich, by the hon. 
and gallant Member for Yarmouth, and. 
by the right hon. Baronet the Member- 
for Forest of Dean. He should not. 
follow them into the high’ regions into- 
which they had flown, but he wished: 
to deal with the suggestions made by 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for- 
Dundee. The Secretary to the Admir- 
alty had suggested that the House- 
of Commons was not competent to super-- 
intend the executive acts of the Board. 
of Admiralty. No one had suggested. 
that the House of Commons was com- 
petent. to superintend the doing of 
executive acts, but it was competent: 
to criticise executive acts after they 
had been done. If the House was 
not competent. to do that, he did 
not know for what purpose it existed. 
The hon. Member for Dundee made two- 
suggestions. One was that there should 
be a Committee on Estimates before they 
were considered by the House. He did 
not think that was practicable, because: 
the end of the session would almost be: 
reached before the Estimates came on 
for discussion. The other suggestion was. 
that after the expenditure been com-. 
pleted on the Estimates, there should be: 
a Committee to examine the expenditure 
and the executive acts of those respon- 
sible for it. [But such a Committee existed 
at the present time, in the “2 of the 
Public Accounts Committee. t Com- 
mittee extended its purview not only 
over the expenditure, but over the- 
receipts, and, therefore, it went far 
beyond the Committee suggested by the: 
right hon. Gentleman. Only last Friday 
they had a most remarkable illustration 
of the way this Committee went into 
administrative work, for they were able 
to put an end to a great waste which was: 
costing the country £10,000 a year. If 
they as there was in the United 
States, a Committee on Achy < mnprany 
with power to call officials before them, 
to .for information, and to make- 
recommendations, they would greatly add 
to the power of the. House over expendi-- 
ture and as critics of admimistration. It 
seemed to:him that there was a want of 


spirit in the Committee to exercise evem 
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the powers which they already possessed | to a grave dereliction of duty. We un- 
in this respect. | doubtedly had the right to stop contra- 

His hon. friend below the gang- band of war for the Transvaal entering 
way had given the House the true, by Delagoa Bay during the war now 
history of the Board of Admiralty, with-| happily ended. Our ships were em- 
-out following it to the logical conclusion. | ployed in the service, but they were 
The Lord High Admiral was an expert, | placed in such a position, in consequence 
he commanded the Fleet, and he was} of the faulty instructions from the 
responsible for all connected with it.) Admiralty, that they made numerous 
After a certain time it was decided, and | mistakes which could not be avoided. 
in his opinion rightly decided, to replace | They were placed in such a position, 


the Lord High Admiral by the Board of 
Admiralty. About thirty years ago a/| 
-change was made, with the result that, | 
instead of having a Board presided over | 
by the First Lord, the system became 
this—there was no person responsible 
except’ the First Lord of the Admiralty ; | 
the members of the Board became not 
independent and co-equal, but assistants | 
-of the First Lord ; and they were respon- | 
‘sible to nobody but to him. What did | 
that amount to? It amounted to the! 
restoration of the Lord High Admiral in | 
the name of the First Lord, without the 
ntees which they previously had. 


t was from that time that any defects 
in the action of the Board must be held 
to date. He did not himself think that 
the defects in the action of the Admiralty 


had been nearly as t as might have 
been expected. e problems which 
they had to deal with were complex and 
‘diverse, and when he compared the 
Admiralty with other Departments, he 
believed it was one of the very best of | 
-all. But the Admiralty had its defects, 
and some of them were very serious 
indeed. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Forest of Dean said that | 
when Lord Goschen was First Lord of | 
the Admiralty he never allowed in-| 
terference, but the Committee would | 
remember that he did allow interfer- | 
-ence in one case of a most momentous | 
-character. The hon. Member referred 
to the release of the “Herzog.” The 
most essential thing the First Lord of | 
‘the Admiralty could have to deal with 
-was the use of the Fleet after he got it. 





It was well to build, and engine, and man gr 


‘the Fleet, but surely the principal thing 
ithe First Lord of the Admiralty had to 
-deal with was the use of the Fleet. The 
charge he had to make against the 
Admiralty was that they had recently 
given up so great a portion of the 
powers of the Fleet—that required in 
-case of war—that their action amounted 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 





| years 


through the absence of true information 
and the abundance of false information, 
that they detained ships they ought not 
to have detained, and searched them in 
a way which was entirely contrary to 
the law of nations. They did capture 
one ship choke-full of contraband of 
war consigned to the Transvaal at 
Delagoa Bay. It was captured by a 
British cruiser and handed over to the 
Prize Court, and the Court actually 
ordered the release of eight Portuguese 
officials who were on board. The auth- 
ority of the Prize Court was exercised 
on their behalf, and although we know 
that the ship was choke-full of contra- 
band of war it was promptly released 
by order of the Admiralty without any 
search being made. The result of that 
was to greatly discourage the captors 
to whom she rightfully belonged, and 
to increase the running of contraband 
of war into Delagoa Bay. Only last 
year Lord Kitchener complained of this 
still going on. That was a very striking 
instance of the want of the proper use 
of our naval power. 

He wished briefly to refer to the 
subject of Gibraltar. He was not going 
to tell over again the lamentable story 
of the inquiry. He would only remind 
the Committee that he was not the first 
to call the attention of the Government 
to the matter, although he first called 
the attention of the public to it. For 
the Government had _ been 
inundated with reports from the 
eatest authorities at Gibraltar, press- 
ing upon them the fact that that 
place under the new system of works 
proposed on the western side would be 
untenable, and finally pressing upon 
them, in view of what could be done 
by modern artillery, that the only way 
to hold Gibraltar and make it a safe 
station for the Fleet was to acquire some 
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considerable portion of territory now be- | of harbour they were going to construct 
longing to Spain. The First Lord of the | at £17,000,000. Personally, he felt very 
Admiralty, who was specially responsible |sore on this matter. He took the 
in this matter, disregarded the unani-| trouble to go to Gibraltar and make 
mous Report of the Committee sent | inquiries. He regretted to say that the- 
out by him—a Committee consisting whole work of his Committee had been 
of the highest experts in each depart- entirely overthrown and treated as if 
ment, the best soldier, the best sailor, | their opinion were of no value at all in 
and the best civil engineer. He dis- competition with the opinion of a local: 
regarded their Report that it was_ pilot. 
absolutely indispensable that a harbour, There wasanother matter not withou 
should be built on the eastern side, importance. He could not in the least 
and the works stopped so far as they comprehend in presence of so important 
could be stopped on the western side. a conjuncture and so grave a crisis in 
| connection with the trade of England as. 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER indicated | we had in the shipping “ combine,’ how 
dissent. the First Lord of the Admiralty could 
have ventured to pay a new subsidy to- 
the White Star Line. What was to be 
the character of these ships now that 
they had passed under the control of an 
American corporation ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said his hon. 
friend questioned that, but he had the 
document here which he could quote. 
It was imperative that this harbour 
should be built, and it was to cost | 
£4,800,000. That advice was set aside) *THECHAIRMAN: I think that ought 
on the advice of a local pilot—a most to be raised on the question of the 
estimable and admirable man for his | subsidies. It seems to be a very de- 
own work, but absolutely incapable of| finite matter which does not come 
answering the questions submitted to| under the present Vote. 
him. he Report of the Gibraltar | 
Committee was rejected for one reason | 





| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
only—it was in order to prevent the|thought he was strictly within. the- 


lamentable result of having to admit question of the policy of the First Lord. 
that the Works Department of the | These ships might possibly be held to be 
Admiralty had made a mistake. That! neutral ships in time of war, and there- 
Works Department was an empire within | fore it was extremely improper to sub- 


am, empire, and it ruled not only the 
rest of the Department but the First 
Lord, as with a rod of iron. What was 
the final result? Another engineer had 
been sent out—naturally a less eminent 
engineer than the last, who was sent 
as the best possible. The second best | 
authority had reported, he understood, | 
to the Admiralty. He did not know! 
whether he was right—his hon. friend 
would correct him if he was wrong— 
but he was informed that this ridiculous 
result had been arrived at: whereas our 
best. and greatest authority in engineer- 
ing reported that the new harbour should 
be built on the eastern side at the cost of 
about £5,000,000, the new engineer 
said the project would cost £17,000,000. 
Of course, that was ridiculous. That 
was only arrived at in order to make the 
House believe that the whole thing was 
impossible and could not be thought of 








any more. He did not know what sort 


sidise them before that question had 
been considered and settled. In view of 
the great doubt at present attaching to 
the character of these ships, he thought 
it was a very great mistake on the part 
of the First Lord to have renewed the 
subsidy and paid one instalment. 


*(4.45.) Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) 
said he was not here to defend what 
had been written in the latest pro- 
duction of the Navy League, but he 
would say that every hon. Member 
who went to the Review would have the 
opportunity of obtaining an admirable 
guide to the Review by various members 
of the League who took a deep interest 
in Imperial defence. When the hon. 
Member said that the debate of last year 
on the condition of the Mediterranean 
Fleet dealt with the disposition of the 
Fleet in various quarters of the globe, - 
he was entirely in error. There was no 
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-question of the disposition of the Fleet. 
“That. would have been entirely outside 
“the bounds of the liberty and license 
-Members of: the House. would allow 
tthemselves. The real point. was whether 
ithe Fleet..in the Mediterranean was 
strong enough or not for the discharge 
-of its responsible duties. Since. that 
debate, they had been told, the Mediter- 
‘ranean Fleet had been largely augmented 
xin. destroyers ;and in other directions. 
_Now they were informed by the hon. 
.Member that the increase of the Fleet 
- was not due toany representations made 
by an outside body, but that it was part 
~of the. settled ce of the Admiralty. 
‘That might be the case. He did not 
-doubt it was the case. but it appeared 
to him rather a dangerous thing to 
- allow the Fleet to deteriorate so much in 
. strength, at that particular time as to 
require the strengthening that had taken 
place. He could defy contradiction when 
he said that it was then in such a state 
“that it. was not strong enough to face 
any eventualities that might arise. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That 
: addition was common to every squadron 
in the Fleet. 


*Mr. YERBURGH said that what he 
understood from the hon. Member was 

- that the increase in the Mediterranean 
Fleet was part of the settled policy of 
* the Admiralty, and that it was not in 
any way a new departure of the 
Board or due to the visit of the 


First. Lord to Malta last spring. There: 


were other things which struck 
i him with some measure of dismay. One 
matter was the condition of the Reserves. 
‘ This was a point which had been re- 
marked upon by foreign countries. 
There was no use having a large number 
- of ships unless we had men to place upon 
them. He wanted to know why the 
Admiralty had been so long in appoint- 
ing the Committee to deal with this 
important question, because the danger 


been known to many for along time. . 


It was no, answer to say that a Com- 

mittee had now been appointed, because 

. a stimulus had to be applied in-order to 
get the. Admiralty to act. 

A. most important question in. con- 

nection. with the Navy was gunnery. 

~ There had lately been some attention 


Mr. Yerburgh., 





paid .to the subject, but when was the 
discovery made that it was one. of 
importance? He held that the agitation 
for :reform had been justified by the 
steps which were now being taken in 
connection .with gunnery. It was 
obvious from their present attitude that 
the Admiralty were really intent upon 
acting up to their responsibility in this 
matter in the best way they possibly 
could. He saw an earnest of that in the 


fact that they had appointed to a 


responsible .position in the Board 
Admiral Sir John Fisher, an officer who 
had held high command in the Fleet. 
The House ought: to bear in mind that 
this great Commander had brought the 
Fleet to a degree of speed never attained 
before. He had increased its speed by 
five knots an hour, and that meant an 
enormous increase in the efficiency of 
the Fleet. He mentioned that in order 
that the House might gather what an 

uisition of strength the Board of 
‘Admiralty had . received _and what 
confidence might be placed .in their 
action. 

With regard to the. much larger 
question of Imperial defence as a whole, 
he was one of those who believed that 
far too much money was spent on the 
Army in comparison with the total 
expenditure on defence, and too little on 
the Navy. There was, therefore, some 
necessity for a controlling mind to 
survey the whole field of Imperial 
defence and to co-ordinate the two 
services, assigning what was necessary 
for each branch. The House should 
acknowledge the fact that the South 
African War could never have been 
brought to a successful conclusion but 
for the Fleet. The mere shadow of our 
Fleet lying across the sea enabled us to 
transport men to South Africa as safely 
as they could be taken along Piccadilly. 
Even at the present time we were 
spending millions more per annum on 
the Army than on the Navy. It was a 
serious situation that required the 
attention of the House. We never would 
have a satisfactory solution of- the 
problem. until we had some master mind 
loeking over the whole field of Imperial 
defence. He hoped that in the Conference 
which was going to be held on the 
question of Imperial defence the Army 
would not be foremost in, men’s minds. 
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On account of what had recently 
happened the Army was at present 
foremost in their minds, but when 
the. Conference came to discuss ques- 
tions of Imperial defence, the part 
to be played by the Navy should 
be the primary consideration. 


(4.57.) *Mr. REGINALD LUCAS 
(Portsmouth) said he would not have in- 
intervened the debate had he not been 
vigorously attacked by the Navy ‘ 
It had been made a charge against him 
that in the debate last year he initiated a 
debate on the Navy from false motives 
and reasons not altogether disingenuous. 
He thought it was germane to the ques- 
tion now before the Committee to ask 
‘whether the Navy Leagne, or any other 
association of a similar nature, was justi- 
fied, or was to be tolerated, if it arrogated 
to itself the position of a dictator in a 
‘matter of so great importance as naval 
organisation. One of the officers of the 
Navy League gave the public to under- 
stand last year that so long as his noble 
and gallant friend the Member for Wool- 
wich was occupied in the Mediterranean, 
it was his special duty to look after the 
Navy, and that officer thought proper to 
say in a public newspaper that the hon. 
Member himself had done all in his 
send to injure the interests of the 

mpire in the hope of personal political 
advancement. He took leave to repudiate 
emphatically that assertion. Now that 
his noble friend was back from the Med- 
iterranean he had stated that this official 
of the Navy League who represented him 
in his absence was a most dangerous man, 
and if they had to choose between such 
a body as the Nav e and the new 
organisation which his noble friend had 
advocated today, he, for one, threw in 
his support on the side of the new 
organisation. He listened with great 
interest to his noble friend’s speech, but 
he was not quite clear as to the exact 
details of the duties to be attached to 
the office he proposed to institute. It 
would be impertinent on his part to air 
his opinions alongside of those of the 
gallant Admiral, but he should like to sa 
that those. who felt like himself were sti 
in doubt as to the details of the scheme. 
His own opinion was that the weak- 
ness in Naval administration in this 
country did not al her rest with the 
Admiralty. He taken the oppor- 
tunity of speaking rather strongly in 
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regard to a body which claimed that they 
alone were responsible for the : Naval 
administration of the country. Mean- 
time, he did not deny that the intentions 
of that body were admirable, but he could 
not admit that they were the persons on 
whom we could depend for seeing that 
the Navy should be in a state of efficiency. 
It was the House of Commons that-was 
responsible for that, but which failed to 
do its duty. When the noble Lord 
opened the debate that afternoon. he 
dressed an audience of eleven! Hon. 
Members went down to the country and 
made speeches on platforms saying that 
they would never oppose the fullest 
expenditure on the Navy, and that kind 
of thing was invariably received with 
enormous me Why was it that in 
this House they never saw the enthusiasm 
and interest displayed in regard to the 
Navy which they claimed to be shown 
ee the country? He was sure 
that if greater attention and interest was 
displayed in Naval affairs there would be 
less need for a Navy League. When the 
Secretary to the Admiralty was replying 
to the noble Lord that afternoon there 
were twenty-one Members on the Benches 
opposite, and twelve of them were asleep ; 
and he was perfectly certain that it was 
neither the subject nor the oratory of the 
hon. Member which caused this languid 
interest. There was an incurable sloth in 
the House of Commons as far as interest 
in naval affairs was concerned, and this 
weakness disqualified them very much from 
passing a severe censure on the Naval 
administration. He was persuaded that 
if they were to. have it in their hands 
to do anything for the Navy, they must 
learn for themselves what were the 
requirements of the Navy, and display 
a greater activity in the House when 


naval affairs came forward for discussion. 
It was a matter of congratulation that 
the noble Lord the Member for Wool- 
wich had come back to the House, and 
as his disciple, he would try and assist 
him, as far as he was able, in his efforts 
to obtain the reforms he desired. And 


nobody recognised more fully than he 
did what the hon. Member for Chester 
had done by zeal and activity in further- 
ing the interests of the Navy. 


Mr. PENN (Lewisham) said that he 
wished to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he was satisfied that the 
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efficiency of the Navy was now secured 
by the number of engineers, artificers, 
and stokers that were on the books at 
the present moment, in view of the 
very large amount of work that would 
shortly be committed to these men. If 
the present complements were sufficient 
for getting the ships along at full speed 
when necessary, why was it required 
by contractors to supplement the supply 
of men given to them by the dockyards 
by an enormous stock of their own, if 
they wanted to get a sufficiently good 
result during the trials? For instance, 
the full engine room complement of the 
“Goliath” was 142; on her trial the 
dockyards furnished 261, and that was 
supplemented by a large number of 
contractors men, who, of course, were 
interested in getting satisfactory results. 
He was perfectly well aware that the 
staff on board ship would, after some 


experience of the machinery and boilers, | 


get a better result than at first. In the 
event of war, there would be a large 
number of ships commissioned from the 
reserve fleet, and it would be absolutely 
impossible to get good results out of 
the machinery from. men who were not 
acquainted with the idiosyncracies of the 
machinery under their charge, and that 
might be an absolute source of danger. 
He advocated the employment of a much 
larger number of skilled men below. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he | 


would like to take the opportunity of 
answering the point raised by his hon. 
friend the Member for Gateshead, who 


spoke of there being a shortage of. 
14,000 stokers, 1,000 artificers, and 800 | 


engineers. There was not anything like 
such a shortage as that; and the hon. 
Member’s statement had no relation to 
the fact. There was, he admitted, a 
shortage of stokers this year, owing to 
' the large extra demand due to t 
additions to the Navy; nor was ther 
an absolutely full complement of 
engineers for the Navy. He believ 
however that they would be able in the 


{COMMONS} 


Navy Estimates. "1324. 


(4.15.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said 
| that in order to crystallise the debate they 
| had been listening to, he proposed moving 
_ the reduction of the Vote by £20,000, 
| He really thought it was desirable to. 
| emphasise what had been said by the hon. 
| Member for Portsmouth. They had 
| been discussing from twelve o'clock a 
Vote on which the whole Naval policy 
|of the country could be raised, and not 
la single Cabinet Minister had put his 
| nose into the House. That showed a 
| most extraordinary condition of mind on 
the part of those responsible for the- 
Navy. There was one point to which 
he desired to draw the attention of the- 
| Secretary to the Admiralty. They were 
|going to have in a very few days a 
| Conference of the colonial premiers, and 
he urged on the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty that the time had come to place 
before these colonial premiers the 
question whether the colonies were 
| going to make any contribution towards 
‘the cost of His Majesty’s Navy. The 
ground, or justification, for the enormous 
Increase in the Navy Vote was that 
|the Navy was employed in _ the 
| protection of a world-wide commerce, 
jand to keep an open road on 
|every sea on the face of the earth. 
| Were they in these islands to be called,. 
in the future as in the past, to bear the 
'whole enormous cost of the Navy‘ If 
so, he did not think it was just or right. 
Those who talked of drawing closer the 
bonds between the colonies and this 
/country should address themselves to 
the question whether the colonies were 
willing to pay a moderate share of the 
'burden. It was a monstrous thing that 
they in Ireland, who had no trade to 
| protect, should be compelled to con- 








| tribute more than their full share of 
|the expense of the Navy, while the 


(colonies, who had a great trade, and 


he recent | gle 
e| contribution. 


| himself to a responsible mariner, because 
ed | there were none there; but he asked 
/the representative of the Navy to see 


millions of tons of shipping, paid no 
He could not address 


event of war to fall back upon large | that a strong appeal was made to the 
numbers of men who were now occupied | premiers. When these were calling for 
in the stoking of merchant ships who| preferential rates, they should give a 


were not members of the Naval Reserve. 


At the same time, the Board of Admiralty 


recognised that it was necessary to increase 
as early as might be the number of 
stokers available for the fleet. 


Mr Penn. 


| substantial proof of their loyalty to the 
Empire by voluntarily offering to take 
a share of the expense of the Navy. 
To his mind, the only way for the 


| 
| 
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Colonies to do this was to pay a contribu- | 
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Health (Scotland) Bull. 1326 
*Tue CHAIRMAN said the hon. and 


tion to the Imperial Fleet, for local flotillas | gallant Gentleman was out of order in 


did not contribute to the strength of the 
naval defence of the Empire. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £274,300, 
be granted for the said service.”—(Mr. 
Di'lon.) 


CotoneL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) said that the real reason why 
hon. Members did not attend debates 
on the Navy, was that they had a pro- 
found belief in the sound condition 
of the Navy. He thought that military 
and naval officers at the head of the 
Army and Navy were put in rather an 
awkward position, because if they pro- 
posed certain things to their political 
chiefs, they were not in the position to 
resign if their proposals were not 
accepted. 


Mr. Witt1AM REDMOND rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “That 
the Question be now put;” but the 
CHAIRMAN withheld his assent, and 
declined vhen to put that Question. 


Debate resumed. 


CotoneEL BLUNDELL (continuing) 
said he believed that the real remedy 
for this evil was that the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army and 
the First Naval Lord should have a 
proper power of resigning if they 
disagreed with their political chiefs ; 
otherwise they were not in a position 
to state their case with firmness. As 
an old soldier, he firmly believed that 
the country had been entirely mistaken 
in regard to the Army. 

VOL. CIX. [FouRTH SERIES. | 





| the line he was taking. 


CoLonEL BLUNDELL said what he 
wanted to insist upon was that we should 
keep an Army and a Navy sufficient for 
the protection of the whole Empire. With 
the growth of the Navythe routine work 
of the First Naval Lord had grown with 
it, and it was very desirable that the 
position of that officer should be improved. 


It being half-past Five of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


DRUNKARDS (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


BURGH POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Mr. ASHER (Elgin Burghs) said that 
in moving that this Bill be withdrawn 
and the order discharged, he had satis- 
faction in stating that he had the 
assurance of the Lord Advocate that the 
Bill would be examined during the recess 
with a view to its re-introduction next 
session. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 
3A 
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‘the following Question, of which I have 
given him private notice—‘ Whether, in 


Read a second time, and committed view of the decision of the House to ap. 


for Wednesday, 2nd July. 


STANDING COMMITTEES 
(CHAIRMEN’S PANEL). 
Sir James Fercusson reported from 
the Chairmen’s Panel, that they had 
appointed Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice to 


act as Chairman 


| point a Committee to inquire into the 
circumstances of the imprisonment for con- 
tempt of court of the hon. Member for 


North Leitrim, and the fact that the hon. 
Member will be required to give evidence 


before the said Committee, he will say if 
| 
| the Government will order the discharge 


hon. Memb 
of the Standing | of the hon. Member at once or at the 


Committee for the consideration of Bills | 


expiration of seven days, which is the 
maximum sentence allowed to be inflicted 


relating to Trade (including Agriculture | for contempt of court by ordinary Petty 


and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures | 


in the place of Mr. John Edward Ellis. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
Third Report brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 232.] 


LICENSING BILL. 
[On the Motion for Adjournment. ] 


Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.) asked 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he could 
inform the House whether, if the 
Education Bill got through on Monday, 
he would take the Licensing Bill. The 
last time the Licensing Bill came on it 
was without any notice, and that had 
placed many Members in a very awkward 


position. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he feared the 
Education Bill would not be through on 
Monday night. All he could say was 
that the Licensing Bill would be placed 
on the Paper as the second Order. 


IMPRISONMENT OF 
Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH, M.P. 
Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.): 
I beg to ask the first Lord of the Treasury 


Sessions Courts in Ireland ; and if not, 
can he state what steps can be taken, and 
when, to secure the attendance of Mr. 
M‘Hugh to give evidence before the Com- 


mittee.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (Manchester, E.) : 
I apprehend that the proper course to take 
will be that if the Committee which is to 
be appointed to inquire into the case of Mr. 
M‘Hugh arrived at the conclusion that 
the hon. Member ought to be examined 
before them at all, they will report that 
fact to the House, and if the House 
agrees with the Committee, I have no 
doubt that Mr. Speaker will take the 
proper steps to secure his attendance. 
But it would be quite improper that any- 
thing should be done at the present time. 


Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN: When is the Com- 
mittee likely to be appointed ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As soon as 
possible. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Six o’clock till Monday 





next. 





An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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Royal 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 





Monday, 23rd June, 1902. 





ROYAL ASSENT 


COMMISSION. 


' The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :— 
1. Loans 
2. Agriculture and Technical Instruc- 
tion (Ireland). 


3. Metropolitan Police Provisional 
Order. 

4, Dundee Corporation Libraries Order 
Confirmation. 


5. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 2). 

6. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 3). 

7. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4). 

8. Local Government 
Orders (No. 1). 

9. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 1). 

10. Coatbridge Gas Order Confirma 
tion. 

11. Military Lands Provisional Order 
(No. 2). 

12. Drainage and Improvement of 
Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order. 

13. Wadhurst Gas. 

14. Liverpool Grain Storage and Tran- 
sit Company. 

15. London, Brighton, and South 
Coast Railway. 

16. Wrexham Water. 

17. Shepton Mallet Gas. 

18. Darley Dale Water. 

19. Higham Ferrers 
Water Board. 

20. Brighton and Rottingdean Sea- 
shore Electric Tramroad. 

21. Reading Gas. 

22. Grand Junction Water. 

23. Bromley Gas. 

24. Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire 
Electric Power. 

25. Birmingham Corporation Water. 

26. Caterham and District Gas. 

27. Barking Gas. 

28. Newcastle - upon - Tyne Electric 
Supply. 

29. Great Eastern Railway. 

30. North Warwickshire Water. 

31. Manchester and Liverpool Electric 
Express Railway. 
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Provisional 


and Rushden 


{23 June 1902} 





Assent. 


32. Fareham Gas. 

33. Isle of Wight Central Railway. 

34. Birmingham Assay Office. 

35. Deal and Walmer Gas. 

36. Donegal Railway. 

37. Plymouth, Devonport, and South- 
Western Junction Railway. 

38. London and South-Western Rail- 
way. 
39. Street 
Water. 
40. Tyne Improvement Commission. 

41. Cornwall Electric Power. 

42. Waterford and Bishop Foy En- 
dowed Schools. 

43. London School Board (Super- 
annuation). 


44. Chigwell, Loughton, and Woodford 
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Urban District Council 


as. 

45. Scottish Equitable Life Assurance 
Society. 

46. Leyland and Farington Gas. 

47. Limpsfield and Oxted Water. 

48. Manchester Corporation Tram- 
ways. 

49. Swindon United Gas. 

50. Newcastle and Gateshead Water. 

51. Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukin- 
field Corporations (Alma Bridge, 
etc. ) 

52. Abercarn Urban District Gas. 

53. Furness Railway (Steam Vessels). 

54. Middlesex County Council Tram- 
ways. 

55. Abertillery Urban District Coun- 
cil. 

56. Bradford-on-Avon Gas. 

57. Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway. 

58. Renfrew Harbour. 

59. Swansea Corporation Water. 

60. Tiverton Market. 

61. Dartford Improvement. 

62. Gloucestershire Electric Power. 

63. Lancashire County (Lunatic 
Asylums). 

64. Rathmines and Rathgar Urban 
District Council. 

65. Bournemouth Gas and Water. 

66. Preston Corporation. 

67. Scarborough Tramways. 

68. Longwood Gas. 

69. Birkenhead Corporation. 

70. Erdington Tramways. 

71. Rhymney Railway. 
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SAT FIRST. 


The Duke of Manchester sat first in 
Parliament after the death of his father. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted the House, That the Clerk 
of the Parliaments had laid upon the 
Table the Certificates from the Ex- 
aminers that no Standing Orders are 


applicable to the following Bills :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12). 

Oyster and Mussel Fishery Provi- 
sional Orders. 


And also the Certificate that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have been complied with :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 7). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


EASTBOURNE CORPORATION BILL. 


Committed: The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (SPEAM VESSELS) BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON 
BILL [u.1.]. 

Reported from the Select Committee, 

with Amendments, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2.) BILL [u.1.]. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments, and committed toa 
Committee of the whole House tomorrow. 


MEXBOROUGH AND SWINTON TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [u.1.], 


SADDLEWORTH AND SPRINGHEAD 
TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.], 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.]. 


Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


{LORDS} 
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KENT WATER BILL, 
WEST HAM GAS BILL, 
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SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL, 


CITY OF LONDON (STREETS) BILL, 
CITY OF means Aaieeasens HEALTH) 


? 


KN ARESRORTSS AER E T 


Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUBWAYS 
AND TRAMWAYS) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
14th day of March last, “That no private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Thursday, 
the 19th day of June,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read 2* ; agreed 
to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and com- 
mitted: The Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selec tion 


*Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, the In- 
struction which stands in my name on 
the Paper is, I believe, a somewhat 
unusual one in this Assembly. It is, 
however, a practice which is frequently 
followed in the other House, although I 
am perfectly prepared to admit that it is 
not frequently justifiable. Private Bills 
are measures which almost invariably 
deal with matters of purely local concern, 
and they are best left to the discretion of 
the Committee deputed to consider them ; 
but there are certain exceptional cases in 
which it may be advisable to take the 
opinion of the whole House. ‘I do not 
contend for a moment that this case is 
one of overwhelming importance, but it 
seems to me to be one on which the 
House may fittingly express its opinion, 
as it is a matter in which every Member 
is more or less directly concerned. In the 
first place, we all have a personal interest 
in this question because we are nearly all 
ratepayers in this city; and, in the second 
place, we are intimately familiar with the 
scene of action, and it is open to any 
noble Lord who has never considered this 
question at all to walk out of the House 
across to the Embankment and form an 
opinion as to the rights and wrongs of 
the question I am now bringing forward 
before the debate closes. As to the Bill 
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itself, it proposes the construction 
of an underground tramway starting from 
Theobald’s Row and emerging into the 
open on the Victoria Embankment in the 
neighbourhood of Waterloo Bridge. I 
offer no opposition to the first part of the 
Bill which relates to the underground 
tramway, for underground tramways 
have been recommended as the best 
means of dealing with the congestion 
which prevails in the London streets. 
With regard to the proposal to bring a 
surface tramway along the Embankment, 
I shall not find it necessary to detain 
your Lordships for any considerable time 
on the subjevt, as this proposal has been 
brought forward on no less than nine 
occasions during the past thirty years, 
and you are sufficiently familiar with the 
main arguments. Neither will I discuss 
at any length the various points which 
are raised by the opponents of the Bill. 
I might mention that among the op- 
ponents of this portion of the Bill is the 
local authority, the Council of the City of 
Westminster, and it is curious to observe 
how, upon certain occasions, the opinions 
of the local authority are habitually dis- 
regarded. The Bill is also opposed by 
the Metropolitan Railway, whose case I 
shall not enlarge upon. It is also strongly 
opposed by the Royal College of Physi- 
cians and Surgeons who have an examina- 
tion hall close to the proposed station. 
The learned Gentlemen who manage this 
institution have apparently been so 
absorbed in their studies that, like a 
distinguished scientist of antiquity, they 
seem to have been unaware of the 
progress of their enemy until he was 
literally within their yates, and they 
have now awoke to the fact that if the 
station is constructed their examination 
hall will become perfectly useless. I 
might also mention that this proposal 
was strenuously opposed by all the 
frontagers, although these persons were 
given no opportunity of being heard 
before the House of Commons Committee. 
I am not going to enlarge on these different 
oppositions ; neither will I discuss the 
esthetic side of the question. I will 
frankly admit that, if it comes to a 
question of zstheticism, an electric tram- 
way is not a more repulsive object than 
an omnibus covered with hideous and 
vulgar advertisements, or even motor 
cars. I will leave the esthetic side of 
the question to be dealt with by others, 
use, in my opinion, if sstheticism 
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and utility come into conflict, that con- 
flict must result in the success of utility. 

I will confine myself to the utilitarian 
and practical side of the question, and 
ask your Lordships, as ratepayers, 
whether there is any financial justification 
for the proposed line. Personally I am 
unable to discover that there is. It 
appears from the report of the Highways 
Committee of the London County Council 
of 10th June that the tramways at the 
present moment under their control are 
not in a particularly flourishing condition. 
The report states that the total receipts 
for the two months following the com- 
mencement of the Council’s financial year 
were £69,406 as against £72,437 for the 
ee gp Cp period of 1901. In other 
words, this shows a loss of £3,000 on the 
first two months working of this year as 
compared with the same period of last 
year. I think it must be plain that this 
falling off in receipts is due to the work- 
ing of the existing tube railways, andjI 
should like to remind your Losdehigs 
that a very strong Joint Committee of 
the two Houses of Parliament reported 
last year that underground railways or 
underground tramways in London or 
the suburbs appeared to be the best 
mode of dealing with present and pro- 
spective traffic. The London County 
Council have themselves adopted a report 
which strongly expresses the same view. 
Many tube railways are projected. Some 
have been authorised, and one which 
will give the north and south communi- 
cation which is desired is in progress of 
construction—namely, the Baker Street 
and Waterloo Railway. To that part 
of the County Council’s Bill which 
deals with the underground tramway 
I do not offer any opposition. And let 
me point out that, supposing the sur- 
face tramway portion of the Bill is 
thrown out, if the London County 
Council are sincere, which I have no 
doubt they are, in wishing to establish a 
north and south communication, that 
can be done by making a subway under 
the river coming out on the south bank. 
This would in every way meet the case, 
and it is a course which was suggested 
before the Committee by that very 
eminent engineer Sir John Wolfe Barry. 
Surely this is a more practical line to 
adopt than to construct what is in 
reality a circuitous route following the 
bend of the river, and which will, in the 
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opinion of many people, destroy the 
amenity of the finest street we possess. 
I do not think that I am exagger- 
ating in the least when I say that the 
proposed tramway would lead to no- 
where in particular, because the ter- 
minus of the projected line would be on 
the Embankment, in the neighbourhood 
of Westminster Bridge, but would not 
cross the bridge. It ends, so to speak, 
in the air, and it would be practically of 
very little advantage to anybody. It 
would be a very small advantage 
because it has been shown that of the 
persons who cross Westminster Bridge, 
there are not more than 6 per cent who 
diverge to the east and proceed along 
the Embankment. If persons desire to 
go from Westminster inte the city they 
would take the Underground Railway, 
which is about to be electrified, and the 
London County Council’s proposed sur- 
face tramway would merely follow the 
line of the Underground Railway as far 
as Waterloo Bridge, and therefore give 
no additional facilities for getting to the 
east end of London. What proves my 
contention more clearly is the fact that 
there are no omnibuses running on the 
Embankment. [If additional facilities 
are required for pedestrians, if the 
traffic along the Embankment is as 
congested as is stated, why do not 
omnibuses, which are to be found in 
every thoroughfare where there is a 
demand, ply on the Embankment ? 
The mere fact that no omnibuses are to 
be found on the Embankment is a 
testimony that no further means of 
communication are required. I there- 
fore maintain that I am justified in de 
scribing this portion of the scheme as 
an unnecessary piece of extravagance. 
But now I come to my other and what 
I venture to think is a more serious 
objection. I object to this portion of 
the Bill because it appears to be legis- 
lation of an extremely incomplete and 
unsatisfactory character. It does not 
require very much intelligence to see 
what is really aimed at by the pro- 
moters of this Bill. It is absurd to 
suppose that the London County Coun- 
cil would remain content with a line 
which stopped, as I have already said, in 
the air. It is perfectly plain that the 
object of the London County Council is 
to use this tramway along the Embank- 


Lord Newton. 
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ment as a lever to obtain powers sub- 
sequently to cross the bridges and 
eventually to extend their tramway 
system in whatever direction they choose. 
Having got Parliament to sanction an 
unnecessary and useless line, what 
would be the result? The County 
Council would come to Parliament next 
year and say, “ You have given us a 
perfectly useless bit of tramway. We 
now ask you to give us something that 
will be useful—the right to carry our 
tramways across the river.” If you go 
so far as to give them what they ask 
for now, it would, I contend, be almost 
impossible to refuse them what they 
would ask for hereafter. Next year, or 
the year after, they would demand, and 
probably get, their tramways over West- 
minster and the other bridges which 
they contemplate. And does anybody 
suppose that the tram lines would be 
confined to Westminster Bridge and 
the Embankment? It is an absolute cer- 
tainty that if these powers are obtained 
the County Council will carry their 
system through Victoria Street; White- 
hall, Pall Mall, Piccadilly and Park 
Lane. I do not for a moment assert that 
they are wrong. I am not prejudiced 
against the County Council, nor am I 
prejudiced against tramways. But I 
wish to point out to your Lordships 
what you will be doing this afternoon, 
if you pass this Bill. If you sanction 
this proposal you will be practically com- 
mitting yourselves to a gigantic extension 
of the tramway system in London, and my 
contention is that if the London County 
Council are prepared, and they obviously 
are prepared, to bring a large and far- 
reaching scheme before Parliament, that 
they should bring in a Bill showing 
precisely what they intend to do, and 
that it should be discussed on its merits. 
I object to these objects being attained 
in the underhand way proposed. It is 
chiefly upon this ground that I ask your 
Lordships to support the Instruction 
which I move, and I venture most 
respectfully to suggest to any noble Lords 
who may be inclined to support me, 
that they should not be too much 
intimidated by any technical reasons 
which may be given by the noble Earl, 
the Chairman of Committees, against 
the course which I propose. 
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Moved, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee to which the Bill may 
be referred that they shall strike out of 
Clause 5 of the Bill power to construct 
any tramway south of the Strand :— 
(Lord Newton). 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, 
as I understand, the noble Lord who has 
just sat down entertains no objection to 
tramways in themselves, but is opposed 
to this because it is, as he says, a 
gigantic extension. 


*Lorp NEWTON: I did not say it 
was a gigantic extension of the tramway 
system, but that it would inevitably lead 
to a gigantic extension. 


Lord RIBBLESDALE: The course 
which the noble Lord asks the House 
to take would completely knock on the 
head the tramway which, upto a certain 
point, the noble Lord approves. 


*LorpD NEWTON: The Instruction 
would only affect part of the Bill. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: The House is 
asked to pass this Instruction without 
hearing any of the evidence. The noble 
Lord appealed to the House not to be 
intimidated by any technical objections 
to the course he proposed, which might 
be suggested by the noble Lord the 
Chairman of Committees. Speaking as 
an occasional Chairman of your Lord- 
ships Committees, I venture to express 
the hope that you will have nothing to 
do with the noble Lord’s Instruction. 
I do not know what happens to a Chair- 
man of a Committee if he disregards an 
Instruction to his Committee, but, short 
of being put in the Clock Tower, I should 
be inclined not to pay very much atten- 
tion to it. I do not propose to follow the 
noble Lord over all the ground he has 
covered, but shall try and expose the 
weakness of some of his leading argu- 
ments, and in order to do this [ think 
I had better quote the document con- 
taining the reasons for the noble Lord’s 
Motion which has been circulated amongst 
your Lordships. It is a carefully drawn 


document and has influential names upon 
it, and I suppose it contains the well 
thought out reasons for moving that 
the portion of the Bill affecting the 
Victoria Embankment. should be struck 
out. The first reason given is— 
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“ The Joint Committee of the two Houses 
of Parliament last year reported that under- 
und railways and underground tramways 
in London and its immediate suburbs, appear 
to be the best mode of dealing with the present 
and prospective traffic.” 
The second reason given is that— 


“The promoters (the London County 
Council) have themselves recently adopted a 
report which expresses strongly the same view.” 
The document goes on to say that it is 
improper, therefore, for the London 
County Council to expend public money 
in promoting Bills for surface tramways 
on the Victoria Embankment at the 
present time. The London County 
Council quite approve of subsection (a) 6 
of the Report of the Joint Committee 
of 1890, on Underground Railways, 
namely, that underground tramways 
should link up with surface electric tram- 
ways. That is exactly what is being 
done here. The recommendations of the 
Joint Committee do not for a moment, 
bear the colour which the noble Lord 
has tried to impart into them. The 
Joint Committee did not recommend 
that London should have nothing but 
underground communication. What 
they recommended was a sort of mixed 
farming, dictated by circumstances of 
traffic, and district and financial con- 
siderations. Where it is better to run 
your tramway underground they recom- 
mended that that should be done, and 
where it is betterto runit above ground, 
they recommend that course. It de- 
pends among other things, on financial 
considerations. I am glad to see that 
the noble Lord is himself a great financial 
purist. He says that this “gigantic 
extension ” is to be made with the rate- 
payers’ money, and, therefore, we must 
take great care what we are doing. 
That is undoubtedly good advice. But 
what is the exact position? The noble 
Lord objects tothe proposal now before 
the House, because it will cost money, 
but he advocates the construction of a 
subway. The difference between taking 
the tramways under ground and above 
ground would mean a difference in cost 
of £400,000 a mile, as against £30,000 a 
mile, under the present scheme. 

I pass from that to the other objections 
of the noble Lord. The noble Lord says 
that no necessity has been shown for the 
two schemes as forming one continuous 
route, and he contended that there was 
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no evidence of a traffic from the north to 
be served by lines stopping short at West- 
minster Bridge. That seems to me 
exactly the sort of thing which a Com- 
mittee should consider, and not a thing 
which we can accept on the ipse dizit of 
the noble Lord. There was strong 
evidence given before the Commons Com- 
mittee that Colonel Yorke’s Report to 
the Board of Trade on the Paris under- 
ground railways approves this route. 
Colonel Yorke was asked to give advice 
as to the best way of constructing 
shallow underground traction, and he 
suggested that an experiment of this sort 
should be tried. Then we come to 
another objection cited by the noble 
Lord, that, if the present scheme is 
sanctioned the promoters will renew the 
a for lines over Westminster 
ridge. I understood him to say that 
he thought they would be quite right 
in doing that ; but, surely, that does not 
come up for consideration at this stage. 
The question of Westminster Bridge will 
be in the control of the House if and 
whenever powers to cross it are sought. 
This point was fully raised three times 
in another place—on Second Reading, in 
Committee, and on Consideration of Re- 
port—and always failed. Then‘the noble 
Lord did what I think is rather 
dangerous. He did not satisfy himself 
with objections, but committed himself 
to an alternative. He told us that the 
proper junction between the systems on 
the north and south would be by a tube 
under the river, which would be con- 
structed at no very extravagant cost. 


Lorp NEWTON : Hear, hear! 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE : Ido not know 
on what authority he makes that state- 
ment. 


Lorp NEWTON : On the authority of 
Sir John Wolfe Barry. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: This course 
was suggested in the Commons by 
the Metropolitan District Railway, 
who called Sir John Wolfe Barry 
to support the view. ° The answer 
is that a tube under the river would 
cost up to £500,000 a mile, and then 
(to use the words of the noble Lord) 
upon which he’ laid great stress in 
connection with the proposed line in 
Lord Ribblesdale. 


{LORDS} 
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this Bill) would link on to nothing, as 
the County Council tried to get a route 
along the south side of the river last 
Session and failed. I have answered 
what I think were the main objec- 
tions raised by the noble Lord, and 
I hope the House will reject the noble 
Lord’s Instruction. 


*THeE Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I 
rise to support the Motion of my noble 
friend Lord Newton. I am nota London 
ratepayer, but I have a great love for 
the Embankment, which is one of the 
most beautiful boulevards in the world, 
There were one or two points which the 
noble Lord who moved this Instruction 
omitted to mention. One was the 
evidence of the police with regard to 
the Embankment. The police stated 
that the Embankment was used for 
the assembly of processions proceeding 
to different parts of London and that 
if tramways were allowed on the 
Embankment they would be unable 
to deal with the large crowds who 
take part in these processions. Lord 
Ribblesdale stated that the omission 
of this clause would wreck the Bill, 
but I fail to see how that can be. I 
suppose he means that the different 
systems—the system of electric tube 
railways and. thesystem of electric 
tramways—would not be linked up. 
But I would point out that the Bill 
itself does not link up the different 
systems. It is admitted that the 
traffic over the Embankment is very 
small indeed; as compared with other 
highways in London, and I cannot see 
the object of allowing a tramway there, 
except it be to spoil this fine boulevard. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): My Lords, the 
noble Lord whe moved this Instruction 
applied two expressions to me which I 
think are hardly accurate. He begged 
your Lordships not to be intimidated 
by any technical objections that I may 
raise to the course he is taking. I can 
assure your Lordships that I am too 
conscious of my own inability, even if it 
were my wish, to intimidate your Lord- 
ships’ House, but at the same time I must 
state the objections I have to the course 
proposed, and which are by no means 
purely technical. I do not wish to 
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go into the merits of the question, 
which can be more adequately discussed 
elsewhere, but I do say that an Instruc- 
tion to a Private Bill Committee is 
almost entirely unknown in this House. 
For my own part, I only know of one 
instance in which an Instruction on 
a Private Bill was in this House, 
and I referred to a Dublin Bill which 
came up five years ago, and in connec- 
tion with which an important question 
of municipal franchise arose. Those 
clauses were struck out on an Instruction 
by the House to the Committee, but 
with that exception I know of no case 
where an Instruction was given to a 
Private Bill Committee. I venture to 
think that the procedure is highly 
inconvenient and to be deprecated. 

The noble Lord went into the question 
of the various routes which this Bill 
was intended to link up in different 
parts of the metropolis. He went 
into the disadvantages or advantages 
of those and alternate routes, which I 
do not think your Lordships at present 
have sufficient information to discuss. 
The noble Lord told the House that 
the Bill was opposed by the Westminster 
Municipal Council, by a number of 
frontagers, by owners of land on the side 
of theembankment in frontof which these 
tramways will pass. All that shows that 
that there is no fear that the question 
will not be thoroughly discussed before 
the Committee, to which I hope your 
Lordships will refer these Bills intact. 
I would remind the House that if this 
Bill is sent to a Committee, it will be 
open to your Lordships, if you do not 
approve the Committee’s conclusions, to 
revise them on Third Reading. On these 
grounds, and on the ground that the 
question has been discussed at very great 
length in another place, both in the full 
House and in Committee, I suggest to 
your Lordships that you sho A allow 
the question involved in this Motion to 
go before the Committee and be dis- 
cussed there. It is not my intention, 
nor, indeed, have I sufficient information, 
to discuss the merits of the scheme which 
this Instruction would strike out, but, 
generally, I may point out that it is a 
very large scheme. The main part of the 
scheme in the Bill with which we are 
dealing at this moment is the construc- 
tion of a shallow tunnel under the new 
road which is being constructed from 
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Theobald’s Road to the Strand. I venture 
to think that that is a scheme which may 
turn out in the end to be extremely use- 
ful in the way of facilitating the traffic. 
It is not affected by the noble Lord’s 
Motion, I admit, but the object of the 
scheme is to connect, by means of the 
lines to Waterloo and Westminster 
Bridges, the system of tramways on 
the south of the Thames with the 
system of tramways which ends in the 
neighbourhood of Theobald’s Road. It 
is possible, and very likely, that if the 
Bill passes, applications will be made 
to run tramways over Westminster 
Bridge and the other bridges across the 
Thames, but those projects can be dealt 
with upon their merits. Your Lordships, 
in allowing this scheme to go before a 
Committee and be thoroughly discussed, 
do not in any way prejudge your decision 
in regard to proposals that may be made 
in the future. As I have said, I do not 
enter into the merits of the case, but I 
oppose the Instruction solely in the 
interests of procedure, and I venture to 
think that the noble Lord has not made 
out his case that this is a scheme so bad 
that it should not be discussed by a 
Select Committee. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): My Lords, I am sorry to 
find myself in disagreement with the 
noble Rarl the Chairman of Committees, 
but I cannot on this occasion concur in 
the views he has put before your Lord- 
ships. In the first place, as to the 
question of practice, Sir Erskine May, in 
his book on Parliamentary Practice, laid 
it down that, in the House of Lords, 
mandatory Instructions were occasionally 

iven to Committees on Private Bills. 

hat seems to me to dispose of the argu- 
ment in respect of the order of procedure. 
I consider that it is in the interests of 
procedure that we should have a real 
scheme presented. Even Lord Ribbles- 
dale admitted that the present Bill is 
only a kind of lever for future legislation. 
To my mind it is in the interests of pro- 
cedure that we should refuse to pass a 
Bill which is to be used to furnish an 
argument in future sessions for still 
further legislation. Tramways across 
the bridges have up to the present been 
resisted, and I hope they will always be 
resisted in the interests of the public. 
The way in which tramways interfere 
with ordinary traffic from time to time 1s 
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becoming intolerable. The Thames Em- 
ent is one of the most beautiful 
thoroughfares in Europe, and it is one 
of the most favoured resorts for pedes- 
trians. It is also one of the playgrounds 
of the metropolis for children from all 
parts of London, and in their interests, 
and in the interests of the public, I pro- 
test against the construction of the 
proposed tramway and against this mag- 
nificent thoroughfare being made use of 
for private gain. My noble friend says the 
Bill has been discussed at great length in 
another place, and an appeal has been 
made to your Lordships not to run 
counter to the view of the majority of 
the other House in this matter. But if 
your Lordships are not to take an inde- 
pendent view of Bills that come before 
ou, what is the use of having two 
ouses of Parliament? I deprecate the 
use of the Embankment in the way pro- 
, in the public interest and in the 
interest of the poorer classes, and I trust 
that the Instruction will be insisted upon. 


*Tue Duke or RUTLAND: My Lords, 
I listened with great respect to what 
fell from the noble Earl the Chairman 
of Committees, and if this was a Private 
Bill in the ordinary sense, I should be 
disposed to agree with him. But this 
is, to a. very great extent, a Public Bill, 
so far as the Embankment is concerned. 
How was the Embankment made? It 
was not made as the result of the enter- 
prise of a private company, but was 
undertaken, after very mature and 
almost solemn consideration in Parlia- 
ment, by the representative authority 
for London, and its cost was authorised 
by Act of Parliament to be defrayed 
from quasi public sources. Therefore, I 
object to the Embankment, which was 
constructed at the public expense, and 
which is one of the finest works of the 
kind in the kingdom, being dealt with 
in a Private Bill of this nature. It is 
for this House, and not for a Committee, 
to decide whether the disfiguration of 
the Embankment, which is involved in 
this proposal of the London County 
Council, should take place, and I trust 
that, in the interests of this magnifi- 
cent thoroughfare, your Lordships will 
vote in support of the Instruction moved 
by my noble friend Lord Newton. 


The Earl of Halsbury. 


{LORDS} 
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Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : My Lords, I 
will endeavour to meet one or two of 
the arguments used by the noble and 
learned Earl on the Woolsack. In the 
first place, I do not think he justly 
represented the line taken by the noble 
Earl, the Chairman of Committees. 
Lord Morley did not pretend that it 
would be ultra vires on the part of the 
House to pass such an Instruction. 
What he said was that the course pro- 
posed was not a usual way of treating 
a Private Bill, and was also undesirable. 
The noble and learned Earl on the Wool- 
sack supported his argument by quoting 
Sir Erskine May, but what was it that 
Sir Erskine May said? He stated that 
in this House such Instructions were 
occasionally given. What the Lord Chair- 
man eontended was that this was an 
unusual way of treating a Bill which 
had been sent up to this House after 
most careful discussion in another place. 
The Second Reading was carried in the 
House of Commons by nineteen votes, 
and the Bill was then considered by a 
very strong Committee. It went back 
to the House, and on the Report stage 
was again opposed, but the majority in 
favour of the Bill at this stage increased 
to seventy. I do not say that we are 
to be bound, or even influenced strongly 
by what took place in the other House, 
but I contend that the facts afford a 
strong primé facie case for sending this 
Bill to a Committee for consideration, 
and not taking the unusual course 
proposed. The noble Earl on the Wool- 
sack says that this is not a complete 
scheme. If your Lordship’s are to give 
weight to that argument, we will reject 
every measure that comes before the 
House. How many complete schemes 
are brought before Parliament? They 
all deal only with portions of subjects, 
however great those measures may be. 
The noble and learned Earl also said that 
this is, after all, a'’mere commercial project 
for private gain. That I entirely re- 
pudiate. This tramway scheme is pro- 
moted for the convenience of the people 
of London. 

One of the subjects that need the 
greatest attention and the greatest care, 
is the method by which people living in 
the outskirts of the’ metropolis can be 
brought into the centre of London, and 
the congestion in the centre relieved. 
We believe that it is largely by means of 
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tramways that this relief can be given. 
I would ask the House to remember that 
this great Embankment was constructed 
by the Metropolitan Board of Works at a 
cost of £5,000,000 of the ratepayers’ 
money, and that it was constructed for 
the convenience, not of a small portion of 
the public, but of the public as a whole. 
I maintain that those who oppose this 
tramway along the. Embankment must 
show that it would not be for the general 
convenience of the people of London. I 
contend that it would be for the general 
convenience. The noble and _ learned 
Earl on the Woolsack said, and I agree 
with him, that the Embankment forms 
one of the most magnificent roads in the 
Metropolis, but its great width makes it 
a suitable place for a tramway. No one 
can say, if the tramway is properly con- 
structed, that it will seriously interfere 
with what is admitted to be the light 
traffic that runs backwards and forwards 
along the Embankment. There is plenty 
of room for both, and, as the noble Lord 
who moved the Instruction admitted, 
estheticism must give way to utility. It 
is said that this scheme links up with 
nothing at all. I quite admit that it 
does not effect an absolute junction 
between the tramways on the North and 
South of London, but it very nearly does 
so. The South London tramways 
terminate at the southern ends of the 
Westminster and Waterloo Bridges, and 
by this proposal tramways would be 
brought to the northern ends, with the 
result that people desiring to take ad- 
vantage of this service would only have 
to cross the bridges. The object is to 
bring the people who come over 
Westminster Bridge in contact with 
the North London tramways and that 
would be done by taking them east 
along 
Theobald’s Road. It is highly desirable 
that the details of the Bill should be 
examined by a Committee of yonr 
Lordship’s House, and I therefore hope 
the Motion of the noble Lord will be 
rejected. 


THe Eart or HARDWICKE: My 
Lords, during the time I had the honour 
of being a member of the London County 
Council this proposal to construct a 
tramway along the Embankment came 
forward on several occasions and I always 
opposed it. I was, however, successful in 
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by the House of Commons. This Bill, 
which has passed the House of Commons, 
has been defended in your Lordships’ 
House this afternoon by two distinguished 
members of the London County Council, 
who have made statements which are 
absolutely inconsistent with the evidence 
given by the representatives of the 
London County Council before the House 
of Commons Committee. Lord Tweed- 
mouth stated that the proposed tramway 
was for the convenience of people passing 
across Westminster Bridge. Mr. Baker, 
the manager of the County Council’s 
tramways, stated before the Committee, 
in reply to a question, that— 

“The universal experience in foreign 
countries is that an electric tramway, if one 
can say so, creates a traffic of its own. A 
great many people who use it would not use 
any other means of locomotion.” 

That is to say there are people crossing 
Westminster Bridge who have no desire 
to use the tramway, but who might use 
it if it happened to be there. If that 
argument is to be used, it is only fair and 
just to the District Railway Company, 
who are about to electrify their system, 
that they should be given the opportunity 
of securingiany additional traffic that may 
accrue. Surely, it would be better to 
wait and see whether or not the electric 
system which the company are inaugurat- 
ing meets the requirements of the public. 
In speaking on this subject I have no 
mandate to represent the Government, but 
am merely expressing my own personal 
views. I am opposed to a tramway 
on the Embankment on esthetic grounds, 
I have listened with great pleasure to the 
remarks of previous speakers in praise of 
the Embankment, wad T would ask your 
Lordships to imagine for a moment what 
its appearance would be like with a 
double line of tramways—in my opinion 
a most hideous and monotonous form of 
locomotion. I contend that a tramway 
on the Embankment is unnecessary and 
undesirable. I hope the Motion of m 

noble friend Lord Fowtan will be adopted, 
and that it will be — years before any 
further attempt will be made to 
introduce this ridiculous and 
preposterous proposal. The noble Lord 
has referred to the proceedings in the 
House of Commons. I am bound to 
say, from my experience on the London 
County Council, that the votes of elected 
Members on tramway questions should 
not receive too great weight. Repre- 
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sentatives of working class constituencies , 
are F os al to tramway extension, and if 
a Member votes against any scheme of 
this kind, even against a tramway in 
Bond Street or any other narrow 
thoroughfare, he has to go before his 
constituents and defend his action. For 
that reason I hold that too much weight | 
ought not to be attached to their opinion, 
and that we ought to consider very 
carefully before consenting to a proposal 
which would ruin what is perhaps the 
most beautiful thoroughfare in the 
metropolis. 


LorpD MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
did not intend to intervene in the dis- 
cussion this afternoon, but after the 
speech of the noble Earl who has just 


{LORDS} 





sat down, I feel that it is necessary to 
say two or three words. The noble | 
Earl says that the voice of the elected 
representatives of London ought to carry 
no weight in this House. 


Tae EARL or HARDWICKE: Hear, | 
hear ! 


Lorp MONKSWELL: I venture to | 


think that a more monstrous proposal | 
was never laid before Parliament. [| 
have no wish whatever to discuss the | 
merits of this scheme. I agree with the | 
noble Earl the Chairman of Committees | 
that it would be out of place to do so on 
this occasion, but it is well known that 
ithas in its favour a large amount of | 
public opinion, as expressed in the) 
London County Council. I maintain 
that the opinion of the County Council | 
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ought to have more weight in your 
Lordships’ House on a question of this 
kind than the opinion of the House of 
Commons, for while Members of Parlia- 
ment are elected on all kinds of subjects, 
Members of the County Council are 
returned on domestic questions in which 
London is vitally interested. Surely a 
tramway could not destroy the amenity 
of the Embankment more than that 
horrible architectural monstrosity the 
Hotel Cecil, and even Charing Cross 
Station can scarcely be called an object 
of beauty. 


Lorp NEWTON: I think I ought to 
be allowed to say one word in justifica- 
tion, if justification is needed, of the 
course I am asking your Lordships to 
adopt. Not once, but on_ several 
occasions, I have heard noble Lords 
opposite ask that decisions that have 
been laboriously arrived at by Com- 
mittees of your Lordships’ House, should 
be rejected. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: 
different thing. 


That is a 


Lorp NEWTON: I do not think, 
therefore, that it lies with noble Lords 
opposite to find fault with me for what 
I have done.. Their action is that of 
Satan rebuking sin, and I hope your 
Lordships will take no notice of it. 


On Question, resolved in the affirma- 
tive. 
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LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL. 
Moved, That the order made on the 

14th day of March last, “ That no Private 

Bill brought from the House of Commons 

shall be read a second time after Thursday 

the 19th day of June next,” be dispensed 

with, and that the Bill be now read 2*; 

agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, 

and committed: The Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of 

Selection: Then it was moved, That it 

be an instruction to the Committee to 

which the Bill may be referred, to omit 

Tramway No. 7 (The Lord Newton) ; 

agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 


PICCADILLY, CITY, AND NORTH-EAST 
LONDON RAILWAY BILL [u.1. ]. 

Order of the Day for the Second Read- 

ing Bill. 





THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES | 
(The Eart of Mortgy): My Lords, in | 
— the Third Reading of this Bill, 
may I be allowed to explain that, in 
accordance with the pledge I gave to 
my noble friend, Lord Camperdown, I 
had the Clauses that were, in regard to 
all these Bills, introduced in Committee 
printed separately, and circulated among 
your Lordships. Those Clauses are two 
in number. One refers to the damage 


that may be occasioned by the working 
of the railway, and the other is what 
may be called the Board of Trade Clause, 
which renders it necessary that the 
Board of Trade should approve of the 
permanent way, platforms, tunnels, roll- 
ing stock, lighting, ventilation, and the 








other equipment of the railway before 
works are commenced. I had the Clauses 
printed so that what the Committee had 
done with regard to these Bills should 
be quite clear. I desire to express my 
acknowledgment of the immense care 
and trouble which the two Committees 
that passed these groups of Bills took in 
arriving at the conclusions embodied in 
the Bills now before your Lordships. 


Bill read 3* (according to order). 


THe Eart oF MORLEY: I now beg 
to move the Amendments that stand in 
my name. The Amendments are com- 
mon to all the Bills on your Lordships’ 
Notice Paper. The Board of Trade 
Clause, as I propose to amend it, will 
run as follows :— 

“The Company shall from time to time 
submit for the approval of the Board of Trade 
plans, a and “preg ergpeano md their 

ro wi res) 0 (a rmanent way, 
et ee stairs, tts, and other 
communications ; (b) rolling stock; (ec) light- 
ing; and (d) ventilation; and the railway 
rolling stock and other works shall be con- 
structed, re-constructed, and maintained only 
in accordance with plans, sections, and other 
details as approved by the Board of Trade.” 

When that Clause came out of the 
Committee, it occurred to some of us 
that, as the Clause then stood, after the 
Board of Trade had once approved of the 
construction and equipment of the rail- 
way, and had given its certificate that 
it was fit to be opened, its functions then 
ended, and that if, at any future date— 
say two years after—the Railway Com- 
pany, for economy or other reasons, 
undertook to alter their equipment or 
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permanent way, the Board of Trade 
would be powerless to prevent them. 
I communicated with the Board of Trade 
on the subject, and also with my noble 
friends, Lord Windsor and Lord Ribbles- 
dale, who presided over the Committees 
to which these Bills were referred, and 
the result has been the Amendments 
which I propose in the Board of Trade 
Clause with the full consent and know- 
ledge of the Board of Trade. The result 
of these Amendments, which are very 
simple, will be to insert after the word 
“constructed” the words “ re-constructed 
and maintained,” so that at all times the 
equipment, rolling stock, permanent way, 
apa oa and so on of the Railway will 
subject to the approval of the Board of 
Trade. I think your Lordships will re- 
cognise that this was an omission on 
the part of the Committee, and that the 
Amendments will meet the objections 
which have been raised to the Clause. 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I wish to thank our noble friend 
at the Table, for having placed these 
Clauses upon the Paper and given us an 
Opportunity of considering them. So 


far as I can see, the arrangements which 


they propose are very fair, and give, 
perhaps, as much protection to indi- 
viduals who may be injured by the work- 
ing of any one of these underground 
railways as they can reasonably expect. 
I know how much care and attention 
were bestowed on these Clauses by the 
Committee, but I think it was very for- 
tunate that they were laid on the Table 
of the House, because it thereby became 
apparent that, although the clauses pro- 
vided for any injury that might be done 
by a railway company within two years 
after its opening, they left the railway 
company at liberty to do any form of 
injury at a subsequent date. The effect 
of the alterations which the noble Lord 
the Chairman of Committees is pro 
posing will be that the company will 
have to submit from time to time any 
changes it may intend to make to the 
Board of Trade, and that the rolling 
stock and other works are to be con- 
structed, re-constructed, and maintained 
only as approved by the Board of Trade. 
It appears to me that the Amendments 
meet the case, and I think that the noble 


The Earl of Morley. 


{LORDS} 
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Lord has done everything for private 
interests which could be reasonably 
expected. 


Lorp WINDSOR: As Chairman of 
one of the Committees which sat on 
these tube railways, I should like to say 
that the words which my noble friend 
the Chairman of Committees proposes 
to introduce into the Board of Trade 
Clause really carry out the intentions of 
my Committee, and I trust that the 
clause, as amended, will be satisfactory 
to all parties. 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 


Tue Ear, oF MORLEY: The other 
Amendments proposed by the promoters, 
which are mentioned on your Lordships’ 
Notice Paper, are almost entirely of a 
verbal character. The only one of any 
importance refers to a clause which deals 
with the case where two railways run 
in close proximity either above one 
another or alongside one another, and 
there was some doubt as to which of 
the railways was doing damage. The 
clause is a complicated one, and I believe 
even with these Amendments it cannot 
be regarded as satisfactory. But the 
Amendments do make it read conse- 
quentially, and I trust your Lordships 
will agree to them. 


On Question, Promoters’ Amendments 
agreed to. 


Bill passed and sent to the Commons. 


LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC RAIL- 
WAYS BILL [u.1.], 


GREAT NORTHERN AND STRAND 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.], 


BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY (NEW LINES, ETC.) BILL 
(H.L.], 


GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.], 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1 AND No. 
3) BILL [u.1.], 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 2) BILL [1.1.], 


NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY BILL 
[H.1], 


Read 3*; Amendments made; Bills 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 











Returns, 
BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 


Read 3*, and passed ; and sent to the 
Commons. 
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STONEHAVEN TOWN HALL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BELL [u.1.]. 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Stone- 
haven Town Hall, was presented by the 
Lord Balfour; read 1*; to be printed ; 
and (pursuant to the Private Legislation 


Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed. 


to have been read 2°, and reported from 
the Committee. (No. 127.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 


Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [u.1.]. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT SCHEME 
(SOUTHWARK) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [u.t.}. 


Amendment reported (according to 
order) and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [H.t.]. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order) and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [H.t.]}. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Special Reports on Educational Sub- 
jects. 


1. Supplement to Volume 8 Educa- 
tion in the Netherlands. 


2. Volume 11. Education in the 
United States of America. 


123 June 1902} 
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TRADE REPORTS : ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2,826, United States (Porto Rico). 
No. 2,827. Bulgaria. 

No. 2,828. China (Newchwang). 


COLONIES. 
Miscellaneous: No. 19. Selections 
from Colonial Medical Reports for 1900 
and 1901. 


MINT. 
Thirty-second Annual Report of the 
Deputy-Master and Comptroller of the 
Mint, for the year 1901. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. : 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
LAND). 


1. Time Table of Examinations for the 
year 1902. 


2. Rule made by the Intermediate 
Education Board for Ireland, altering 
the Time Table of Examinations for 1902. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE (IRE- 
LAND), 1877 (RULES). 
Order in Council, dated 19th June, 
1902, giving effect to a Rule of Court. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 
1896. 


Two Orders, entitled respectively the 
Foreign Animals (Amendment) Order of 
1902, and the Jersey (Animals) Order of 
1902. 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 
List of all pensions granted during the 
year ended the 3lst March, 1902, and 


yable under the provisions of Section 
9 (1) of the Civil List Act, 1901. 


FINANCE ACCOUNTS. 
Finance accounts of the United King- 
dom, for the year ended 31st March, 
1902. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury minute, dated 18th June, 
1902, declaring that Christopher William 
Pegrum, second class labourer, Royal 
Gunpowder Factory, Waltham Abbey, 
was appointed without a civil service 
certificate through inadvertence on the 
part of the head of his Department. 
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RAILWAY ehaniehs ay POWERS ACT, 


: Report by the Board of Trade on 
applications made during the year 1901, 
under the Railway Companies Powers 
Act, 1864, and of the proceedings of the 
Board of Trade with respect thereto.} 


waid before the House ne Ito 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE VOLUNTEERS 
BILL, 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


MARINE INSURANCE BILL [u.t.]. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
before Six o'clock, till To- 
morrow, a quarter past Four 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 23rd June, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


COMMISSION. 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners. 


The House went ; and, being returned, 


Mr. SpEaKER reported the Royal 
assent toa number of Bills [see page 1329]. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 

Barry Railway rg) rae, 

Birmingham and Midland Tramways 

Bill (Lords. 
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Felixstowe and Walton Improvement 
Bill [Lords.] 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time. 


BEDFORD CORPORATION WATER BILL, 
SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 

agreed to. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL 
[Lorps]. 
As Amended, considered ; Amendments 
made: Bill to be read the third time. 4 


BUXTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL [Lorps.] 


NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [Lorps.]} 


RUSHALL MANOR BILL [Lorps). 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


BRISTOL WATER BILL [Lorps] (BY 
ORDER.) 


Consideration, as amended, postponed, 
under Order [1st May], till Thursday 
3rd July, at the Evening Sitting, by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION BILL [Lorps}, 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL 
{[LorDs], 


CONSETT WATER BILL [Lorps], 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL [Lorps], 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION (WATER) 
BILL [Lorps], 


MENAI BRIDGE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [Lorps], 


NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lorps], 
ROSSENDALE VALLEY TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lorps], 
WHITSTABLE IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[LorDs]. 

Read a second time, and committed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to, Rathmines 
and Rathgar Urban District Council Bill, 
Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill, with- 
out Amendment. 


Great Northern Railway (No. 1) Bill, 
with Amendment. 
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Amendments to, Longwood Gas Bill 
[Lords], Rhymney Railway Bill [Lords], 
without Amendment. 


That they have a Bill, intituled, 
“ An Act to provide for the settlement of 
questions which have arisen between the 

reference shareholders and the ordinary 
shareholders in the Barrow Hematite 
Steel Company, Limited : and for other 
purposes.” [Barrow Hematite Steel Com- 
pany, Limited, Bill] [Lords]. 
BARRGW .-HA2MATITE STEEL COM- 

PANY LIMITED, BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of petitions for private 
Bills. 


SOUTH EASTERN, AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL 
[LoRDs]. 

Reported [Preamble not proved]; 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 

printed. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [Lorps]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 


(2.25.) Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE 
(Essex, Saffron Walden) rose to present 
a petition from the Durham County 
Council relating to the Education Bill, 
and to move that it be read at the 
Table. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said a petition could 
not be presented during Question time. 
It was past 2.15. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE: May I 
submit, sir, that under Standing Order 
79 such a petition may be brought to 
the Table by the direction of the 
Speaker, who shall not allow any 
debate, or any Member to speak upon 
or in relation to such petition, but it 
may be read by the Clerk at the Table 
if required. I beg to sayI do require 
this petition to be read by the Clerk 
at the Table, and I may add that I do 
not think the new Rules have repealed 
this Standing Order. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Perhaps I did not 
make myself understood. I ought not 
to have called upon the hon. Member 
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to present the petition at all after a 
quarter past two o'clock. At a quarter 

t two o'clock Questions are taken, 
and the hon. Member was too late hy 
the accident of there being a Royal 
Commission. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE: Then is it 
not possible, Sir, under the new Rule for 
a Member of the House to present a 


petition under the old arrangement ? 


Suppose the Lord Mayor of Dublin was 
to present himself at the bar with a 
petition, would be precluded presenting 
it under the new Rule? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is enough to say 
that the Lord Mayor is not here. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
On a point of order, may I ask whether 
notices of new Sessional Orders, Petitions, 
notices of Motion, and so forth can only be 
proceeded with before a quarter past two 
o'clock ? I desire to give notice of a 
Motion, and I wish to know whether I 
~~ be prevented by the action of the 
clock. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think when the 
Clock reaches a quarter past two I ought 
to begin Questions. If I am prevented 
by a Royal Commission, I ought to 
begin as soon as possible after. 


EDUCATION amr ras AND WALES) 


Petitions against: From Sheffield ; 
Loughborough and Plaistow; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION er 3 AND WALES) 


Petition from Bath, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Sleaford ; 
Billinghay ; Canning Town (three) and 
Ashburton ; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 


Petition from Hammersmith, 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: From Longoboby 
(two) and Dunston; to lie upon the 
Table. 


in 
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PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 


Petition from Walsall, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS 


(IRELAND). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 29th May; Mr. William 


“ohnston]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 233.] 
INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Time Table of 


Examinations for 1902 [by Act]; to lie | 
upon the Table. | 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 
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SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884, 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 18th June, 1902, dotiasing that 
Christopher William Pegrum, second 
class labourer, Royal Gunpowder Fac. 
tory, Waltham Abbey, was appointed 
without a Civil Service Certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of the 
Head of his Department [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


DISEASES OF — ACT, 1894 AND 

Copies presented, of Two Orders, en- 
titled respectively the Foreign Animals 
(Amendment) Order of 1902 and the 
Jersey (Animals) Order of 1902 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS. 


Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade on applications made 





Intermediate Education Board for Ire- | during 1901 under The Railway Oom- 
land altering the Time Table of Exami-| panies’ Powers Act, 1864, and of the 
nations for 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon Proceedings of the Board of Trade with 


the Table. | 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE | 
ACT ([RELAND), 1877. | 

Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
dated 19th June, 1902, giving effect to. 
a Rule of Court [by Act]; to lie upon | 
the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS 
(MISCELLANEOUS). 





Copy presented, of Report No. 19 | 
(Selections from Colonial Medical Re- | 
ports for 1900 and 1901, [by Command]; | ; : 
| Educational Subjects, Supplement to 
: | Vol 8. Education in the Netherlands 
MINT. 
of Thirty - second | 


to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, 
Annual Report of the Deputy-Master | 
and Comptroller of the Mint, 1901 [by | 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


FINANCE ACCOUNTS. | 
Copy paar. of Finance Accounts | 
of the United Kingdom for the year | 


ended 31st March, 1902 [by Act]; to lie | 


upon the Table, and to be printed. | 


| 
} 
| 


| Consular Reports, Annual Series, 


| 


respect thereto [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No 236.] 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (SPECIAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy presented, of Special Reports on 
Educational Subjects, Vol. 11. Educa- 
tion in the United States of America 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (SPECIAL 
REPORTS). 
Copy presented, of Special Reports on 


[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Nos. 
2826 to 2828 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 








[No. 234.] ; 
Brussels Sugar Convention. 

COVERAGE SENSING. | Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 

Copy presented, of List of all) bury): To ask the First Lord of the 


Pensions granted during the year ended Treasury whether, in view of the fact 
31st March, 1902, and charged upon the | that a Bill to give effect to the Brussels 
Civil List [by Act]; to lie upon the | Sugar Convention has passed the Belgian 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 235.] 


pasgietians and has been read a second 
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time in the German Reichsrath, he will 
at once introduce a Bill to give effect to 
the penal clause enabling the prohibition 
of bounty-fed sugar, or the levying of 
countervailing duties upon it, similar to 
that recently passed by the Indian 


Government. 


(Answer.) It is the intention of the 
Government to introduce a Bill to 
enable them to give effect to the Sugar 
Convention. The penal clause in the 
Bill would not apply until the Ist of 
September, 1903, the date fixed for the 
coming into operation of the Convention. 
—(Treasury.} 


Coronation—Stands outside National 
Gallery—Precautions against Fire. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): To ask the First Commissioner of 
Works if he will give the most strict 
orders that no workman employed on the 
stand outside the National Gallery shall 
be allowed to smoke there, in view of the 
information sent him by the Member for 
the Chorley Division of Lancashire, that, 
on the 18th instant, at 12.58 p.m., he 
saw an artizan smoking while seated 
upon a pile of rubbish and dry wood in 
the most westerly gangway of the stand. 


(Answer.) Strict orders against smok- 
ing had been given, and have been re- 
iterated with strong cautions. I am 
assured that the police are vigilant in 
enforcing them, and that a man could 
not escape detection for more than a 
very short time, but I am much obliged 
to my noble friend for bringing this case 
tomy notice. I at once made inquiries and 
found that on the occasion referred to the 
regular watchman of the workmen was 
temporarily absent, and that the man in 
charge during his absence, who should 
have prevented such an offence, had been 
dismissed by the contractors.—(Offce of 
Works.) 


— Commission—Division of Educa- 
tional and Non-Educational Charities. 
Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.): To ask the hon. Member for 
the Tonbridge Division of Kent, as a 
Charity Commissioner, if, when the 
draft Order in Council, now upon the 
Table of the House, becomes law, the 
Charity Commissioners will of their own 
motion, and for England and Wales gener- 
ally, divide mixed charities into educa- 


VOL, CIX. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 
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tional and non-educational, or whether 
such divisions will only be made from 
time to time on the special application of 
the trustees or governors of any charit 
or otherwise; and whether, until suc 
division is made, the trustees of mixed 
charities will have to make applications to 
two Government Departments, and if any 
regulations or directions will be issued to 
guide them and prevent unnecessary cor- 
respondence and delay. 


(Answer.) The Charity Commissioners: 
do not propose to determine forthwith 
the educational part of every mixed en- 
dowment in England and Wales, but to- 
proceed to such a determination in each 
case where circumstances render such a 
determination necessary or desirable. 
Pending such determination, a mixed 
endowment remains within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Charity Commissioners, to- 
whom any application relating to such 
endowment should be addressed. —. 
(Charity Commission.) 


South Ambersham, Sussex, Postal 
Accommodation. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE. 
(Sussex, Horsham): To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he is aware that the 
inhabitants of South Ambersham, Sussex, 
have no means of posting letters within 
a mile and a half of them ; and if he wilk 
reconsider the memorial addressed to 
him in March last, with a view to seeing 
if, by a rearrangement of the letter 
carriers’ rounds in the Midhurst Postal 
District, he could give the inhabitants. 
the same facilities as are enjoyed by 
residents in other places of the same: 
size in the district. 


(Answer.) The question of erecting a 
letter box at South Ambersham and 
affording an evening collection of letters. 
therefrom was recently considered, and 
the result was communicated to the 
honourable Member in a letter sent to. 
him from the Post Office on the 2nd of 
last month. The Postmaster General 
regrets that he is unable to afford the 
desired accommodation, as the expense 
involved would be greater than he 
would be warranted in sanctioning—. 
(Post Office.) . 
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Argyllshire Coast—Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. NICOL (Argyllshire): To ask: the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, if he can state 
under what conditions and obligations 
the mail contract has been settled be- 
tween the Postmaster General and the 
Campbeltown Steam Packet “oy & 
so as to provide and maintain a daily 
and efficient postal service all the year 
round from Greenock to West Coast of 
Arran, the Cantyre District of Argyll, 
and the burgh of Campbeltown. 


(Answer.) The Campbeltown Steam 
Packet Company have undertaken to 
perform a regular mail service to and 
from Campbeltown every week day all 
the year round. The steamers will call 
at Lochranza, Pirnmill, and Carradale. 
There is to be no deviation or delay, 
though reasonable time is to be allowed 
for discharging cargo at the ports of 
call. Time bills showing the hours of 
working are to be furnished by the 
company. A contract is being prepared. 
—(Post Office.) 


Indian Famines. 

Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether, 
in order to make provision against the 

rolongation of the present famine in 
ndia, which began in July, 1899, he 
will consider the advisability of inviting 
Parliament to make an inquiry into the 
condition of the people affected by the 
famine, and to ascertain whether more 
effective means can be employed to deal 
with it. and also to ascertain whether 
it is possible to take better preventive 
measures against future famine; whether 
he has any official information showing 
what the supply of food in India has 
been during the present famine. 


(Answer.) The relief given in India to 
mitigate the distress to which’ the 
hon. Gentleman refers has, during 
the last two years, partaken very 
much of the character of poor law relief 
such as prevails in this country ; and the 
numbers in India in receipt of such re- 


lief, in proportion to the population, are 
much than those at the present 
moment in Great Britain receiving 


similar help. The most effective means 
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is the origin of the distress, has been 
exhaustively inquired into and reported 
on by the recent Famine Commission, 
and Railway and Irrigation Commissions 
are dealing separately with the pre- 
ventive measures which their respective 
branches of inquiry suggest. I do not 
pro to order further inquiries. 
During the recent famine the supply of 
food has proved sufficient. —(India Office.) 


Irish Land Purchase—Creagh Estate, 
Lyre, Cork. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can say 
what is the cause of the delay in the 
sale of the Creagh Estate at Lyre Banteer, 
County Cork; is he aware that the 
first steps towards purchase were taken 
in 1898, and that the tenants have since 
made repeated applications for purchase ; 
can he state who are the mortgagees of 
the estate; and whether steps will be 
taken to facilitate the sale through the 
Land Judges’ Court. 


(Answer.) This appears to be the same 
property to which the hon. Member 
referred in a Question addressed by him 
on the 23rd March, 1900. As stated in 
reply to that Question, no petition has 
ever been presented to the Land Judges 
Court for the sale of the lands at Lyre. 
No order for sale has been made by any 
Court, and certainly none has been made 
by the Land Judge affecting these lands. 
—(Irish Office.) 

Irish Labourers’ Act—Kanturk Scheme. 

Mr. FLYNN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Local Government Board 
can state why the application of a 





labourer, named John Ring, of Glen- 


| collins, Kingwilliamstown, County Cork, 
'for a cottage and acre plot, and which 


was included in the scheme put forward 
by the Kanturk District Council, has 
been rejected; and seeing that this 
man’s application has been for many 
years under the notice of the local 
authorities, and having regard to the 
condition of his present cottage, the 
Board will favourably consider the case 
of this man. 


(Answer.) The Local Government Board 
was prepared to sanction this application, 
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the acquisition of the site selected was 


- forthcoming. In the absence of such 
consent the case has fallen through, and 
as the Provisional Order has been issued, 
there is no. power now to take further 
action in the matter. It will be open 
to the Gouncil to include the application 
in any fresh scheme that may be pro- 
posed hereafter, in which event it will 
be necessary to select another site for the 
cottage.—(Lrish Office.) 

Irish Land Purchase—Reversionary 
Leases. 


Mr. D@@GAN (Tyrone, E.): To ask 
tthe Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant ef Ireland if he is aware that a 
number ef tenants residing in Altmore, 
County Tyrone, derive no benefits from 
‘the Lamd Acts because their landlord 
thad granted reversionary leases of their 
holdings, a fact of which they were 
unaware till the said leases were produced 
iin Court to bar . their claim; will he 
cause inquiries to be made, and state 
how many tenants are similarly affected 
iby such threughout the country ; 
-and whether he will consider the ad- 
-visability of promoting a short Bill to 
remedy this state of things. 


(Answer.) By Section 21 of The Land 
Law Act, 1881, a statutory tenancy does 
not arise in ithe case of a reversionary 
lease made bona fide before the passing 
of that Act. I am unable to say how 
many temants are affected by such leases, 
and have no-effective means at my dis- 
‘posal ef ascertaining the number. I 
-cannot undertake to introduce legislation 
-dealing with the matter.—(Jrish Office.) 


‘Irish — Albert Institute—Dis- 
‘ Snare of Mi. P. O'Reilly. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
‘To ask ‘the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. Patrick O’Reilly, after 
filling the position, without complaint, of 
‘teacher of mathematics and land sur- 
veying at the Albert Model Farm, was in 
October, 1901, discharged from the post ; 
and seeing that in March last a mathe- 
matical teacher was appointed, and Mr. 
O’Reilly applied for the post, offering to 
compete for it by examination, and that 
a teacher named Stephenson was ap- 
pointed without competition or advertise- 
ment, whether he will explain why Mr. 
‘O’Reilly’s claim to the position was 
‘passed: over. 
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Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state who has been appointed teacher 
of mathematics and land surveying at 
the Albert Model Farm, Glasnevin ; what 
are his qualifications, previous experience, 
and salary ; whether, seeing that the 
young man who taught in the institution 
till mber of last year applied and 
offered to submit himself to any test 
competitive or otherwise, he can say why 
his application was rejected and the 
position given to another person. 


(Answer.) The teaching of agricultural 
chemistry was formerly supplied at the 
institution by means of lectures only, 
and there was no teaching of physics, 
both being subjects which the new De- 
partment considers most essential to have 
taught practically. Mr. Stephenson, who 
has hitherto been Lecturer in Agricultural 
Chemistry and Physics in the ——_ 
tural Department of the Yorkshire 
College, Leeds, and is a highly trained 
agricultural scientist, is now teaching 
these subjects at the Albert Institution 
as well as mathematics. In the opinion 
of the Department Mr. O'Reilly was not 
qualified to give the new instruction 1e- 
quired by the Department.—(Jrish Office.) 


Tipperary District Council Election— 
Alleged Illegal Conduct. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
the deputy returning officer for the 
Templeb: Division, of the No. 2 ° 
Tipperary District Council, on the even- 
ing of the ‘4th June, when taking the 
ballot box, after the voting in Temple- 
bredin, into the town of Tipperary, did 
not, as required by statute, deposit the 
box in the board room of the workhouse, 
but took it to his hotel during the night, 
although the workhouse porter kept the 
door open to receive it ; and will he cause 
inquiry to be made into the circumstances 
of the case, and take proceedings to pre- 
vent a repetition of such conduct. 


(Answer.) The Government has no 
knowledge of and no control over the 
matters alleged in the Question. If an 
illegality has been committed the parties 
1 Er can seek redress by petition.— 
(Irish Office.) 
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Food and Drugs Act—Irish Creameries. 

Mr.MACVEAGH (Down, S.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland if he will state under 
what authority the inspectors under the 
Food and Drugs Acts take samples of 
milk delivered under contract at Irish 
creameries, seeing that the milk is for 
the purpose of having its cream extracted 
and not for human consumption. 


(Answer.) Under the authority con- 
ferred by Section 3 of The Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act Amendment Act, 1879.— 
(Irish Office.) 

Jersey Militia. 

Stir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
steps have been taken towards the reor- 
ganisation of the Jersey Militia since the 
letter of the Committee of Council dated 
12th May, in which the refusal of the 
Royal approval of the Organic Act. of 
the 27th February was communicated to 
the States of Jersey ; whether, pending 
any action to be taken by the States on 
the Report of the fresh Committee ap- 
pointed on 9th June, the old Militia Law 
will be enforced. 


(Answer.) No further steps have been 
taken at present. In the meantime the 
existing law remains in force.—(War 


Office.) 


Army—Furnishing of Officers’ Quarters. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the proposal to furnish 
officers’ quarters will extend to the 
furnishing of the official houses of the 
general officers commanding large 
stations, such as Aldershot, having 
regard to the expense attending the 
taking over of such a command. 

(Answer.) No final decision has been 
given on this question, and each case 
will be taken on its merits.—(War Office.) 

Magazine Rifles—Clip'Cartridges. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he can 
inform the House when a clip cartridge 


will be adopted for the .Lee-Metford 
magazine rifle ; and whether he has any 
information with regard to the relative 
value of the Mauser clip and single load- 
ing magazine in the late war. 
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(Answer.) Trials with chargers are- 
being carried out, and, until reports on. 
these trials have been received, it is. 
impossible to say whether they will be 
adopted. Reports on the different points. 
in connection with small arms have been 
received from South Africa.—(War Office.) 


Under Age Enlistment—Private John. 
Simpson, Royal Marines. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To: 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
is aware that in June, 1901, a boy of the- 
age of thirteen years eight months, viz., 
11,748, Private John Simpson, Royal 
Marines, Forton Barracks, Gosport, was- 
permitted to enlist, during the absence of: 
his father from home and without the. 
knowledge of his mother ; and ‘that upon. 
this boy going home on a short pass in: 
May last, he refused to rejoin, was: 
arrested for desertion by the police, and: 
sent to the common gaol pending 
sentence ; whether he is aware that at 
the date of the enlistment the boy’s. 
parents were liable to prosecution for his 
non-attendance at school; and whether, 
under the circumstances, he will procure: 
the boy’s discharge from the Army. 


(Answer.) The Admiralty are not 
aware that the facts are as stated in the- 
Question. The marine referred to en- 
listed at Nottingham on the 18th June, 
1901, when he stated that his age was 
seventeen years ten months. As he was 
apparently over seventeen years of age, 
the consent of his parents was not 
necessary to his entry. He absented. 
himself from Portsmouth headquarters 
on the 12th May last, was apprehended 
at Nottingham on the 17th idem, and 
conducted to his headquarters, where he- 
was dealt with for his military offence. 
If the hon. Member will send me the 
evidence upon which the statements in 
his Question are based, the case will be 
inquired into.—(Admiralty:) 


Brigade Surgeons. 

CapTrain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether a medical officer who retired 
after thirty years service on the full 

msion of the old brigade surgeon, 
ieutenant colonel’s rank, becomes eligible 
on re-employment for a period above two- 
years for increased rank and pension ;. 




















Questions. 
and, if not, how is it proposed to reward 
such officers, who came forward during 
the South African war when not liable to 
recall. 
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(Answer.) Will the hon. Member 
be kind enough to, forward me particu- 
lars of the case or cases’ to which he 
refers.—(War Office.) 


Army Pensions—Case of Pat Dolan. 
Mr JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that Pat Dolan, 
now resident at Cortobber, Carrick-on- 
Shannon, Ireland, enlisted on 20th Jan- 
uary, 1857 in the 3rd Battalion 60th 
iment of Foot (regimental number 
1,313); that he was discharged, after 
serving twelve years and 278 days on 
sixpence a day pension for three years ; 
and that he was eighteen years of age at 
the time of enlistment ; and will he say 
whether this man became entitled under 
the Chelsea Gift to a pension of sixpence 
per day on attaining the age of fifty 
years ; and will he inquire into his case. 


(Answer.) This man was discharged 
as medically unfit owing to a self-inflicted 
wound. he temporary pension was 
granted as an act of grace, the regulations 
then. in force giving him no claim to any 
dleferred pension.—(War Office.) 


Provisional Cavalry. Regiments. 

CoLtoneEL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
Rye): To ask the Secretary of State for 

ar if the authorities have yet decided 
what is to be done with the eight regi- 
ments of Provisional Cavalry; and 
-whether the expediency of retaining some 
-of them, as they are at present organised, 
will be duly considered. 


(Answer.) No decision has as yet been 
made concerning these Provisional Regi- 
ments.--(War Office.) 


South Africa—Martial Law and 
Censorship. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, N.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can now state when the application of 
martial. law and the existin Freat censor- 
ship will cease in Cape Colony and in 
Natal. 


(Answer.) The stringency of martial 
Jaw regulations is being relaxed, but I am 
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not prepared to give any definite date 
for their complete abolition, which will, 
however, be hastened as far as is prac- 
ticable. As censorship, will the 
right hon. Member kindly refer to the 
reply given to my right hon. friend to the 
Question put by the hon. Member for 
East Mayo.—[Firet of the Questions 
asked in the House this day.]}—(War 
Office.) 

Imperial Yeomanry Instructors— Arrears 

of Pay. 

Mr. JOHN HOWARD (Kent, Faver- 
sham): To ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office if he will say why 
some of the Yeomanry officers attached 
as instructors to the Imperial Yeomanry, 
who were training for South Africa at 
Aldershot, have not yet received their 
pay, which in some cases is three months 
overdue. 


(Answer.) It appears that the Imperial 
Yeomanry Depét at Aldershot failed to 
put in a claim for the pay of these 
officers ; the causes of the delay are 
being investigated. The officers have, 
all but one, been settled with, and his 
case is being inquired into.—(War Office.) 


Hong Kong —Overcrowding and Sanitation. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he will state whether the 
provisions contained in Sections 73 to 
80 of the Public Health Ordinance, No. 
13, of 1901, relative to overcrowding in 
the city of Hong Kong, are enforced ; 
and, if so, will he say how many persons 
have been deputed by the Hong Kong 
Government to enforce this Public 
Health Ordinance. 


(Answer.) The answer to the first part 
of the Question is in the affirmative. 
In answer to the second part, I can 
only say that the total number of the 
sanitary staff of the colony is about 140. 
—(Colonial Office.) 


Education Bill. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can state the effect 
of the Education Bill upon endowments 
now applied to elementary education ; 
whether these endowments will be 
diverted ; if so, to what purpose. 
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(dnswer.) The Government propose to | 
deal with the question of endowments in | 
a new clause, which will be put on the | 
Paper in due course.—(7reasury.) 


Questions. 


South Africa—Martial Law—Cape Colony 
Constitution. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, having regard to | 
the fact that agitation is now going on 
in Cape Colony with a view to the 
continued suspension of the constitution 
of the Colony, the Government will use 
their influence with the civil and 
military authorities there to induce them 
to abrogate the restrictions imposed 
under Martial Law to the exercise of 
the right of free discussion in the Press 
and otherwise. 


(Answer.) The Secretary of State for 
the Colonies and the Secretary of State 
for War are in communication with the 
civil and military authorities on the 
subject of the relaxation of the restric- 
tions imposed under Martial Law. 

—( Treasury.) 


Port of London Commission—Premature 
Publication of Report. 

Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal- 
thamstow) : To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is aware that the 
Report of the Royal Commission on the 
Port of London appeared in a London 
newspaper on the 19th instant; and if 
he will explain how this occurred before 
the Report was in the hands of Members 
ot this House. 


(duswer.) I have satisfied myself that 
no blame whatever attaches to the 
the printers in this matter. I have this 
morning received a letter from one of the 
Assistant Commissioners to the effect 
that, under a misapprehension that the 
ecmplete Report had been laid—when in 
fact it was only the dummy—he wrote 
the article which is the subject of the 
Question. —(Treasury.) 


Coronation Expenditure. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): To ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether, having regard to the fact 
that the Estimate placed upon the Table 
of the House of the probable expense of 
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Questions. 


the approaching Coronation exceeds by 
£55,000 the expense incidental to the 
Coronation of William IV., and by 
£30,000 the expense incidental to the 
Coronation of Queen Victoria, any assur- 
ance will be given that the sum so esti- 
mated shall not be exceeded. And what 
precautions, if any, have been taken to 
control that expenditure, having regard 
to the fact that the expense of George 
IV.’s Coronation exceeded by £138,000 
the sum voted for that solemnity. 


(Answer.) Every care is being taken 
that no unnecessary expenditure shall be 
incurred, and every effort is being made 
to make the expenditure fall within the 
Estimate of £100,000, though it was 
necessarily an Estimate framed on many 
unknown considerations.—(7reasury. ) 


Education—County and Borough Councils 
—Contracts under Seal. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): To ask the First Lord of the 
‘Treasury whether it is intended that the 
seal of a county or borough council (as 
the case may be) shall be attached to 
contracts and other undertakings into 
which the education committee of such 
council, acting in behalf of such council, 
may enter in pursuance of the powers 
delegated to them in that behalf. 


(Answer.) Where a contract in respect 
of education requires the seal of the 
Council, the seal will have to be affixed to 
it in the usual way.—(7reasury.) 


Education Bill—Mandamuses against 
Authorities refusing to supply School 
Accommodation. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, in 
the event of the failure of any of the 
local education authorities which it !s 
proposed to constitute by the Bill now 
before this House to provide sufficient 
school accommodation for the children of 
its area, the Board of Education will be 
enabled, under the provisions of the Bill, 
to apply for a mandamus; and if 5, 
whether such mandamus will issue 
against the Education Committee to 
which the oversight of education is dele- 
gated, or against the local education 
authority. 
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(Answer.) It is intended that a man- 
damus will lie against the local education 
authority in the case mentioned. The 
mandamus will be directed to the 
authority, not to the committee, as the 


Questions. 


authority are the persons responsible. If | 


necessary, it may be made clear by verbal 
amendment that the authority can act 
in obedience to a mandamus without 
\:ting through the education committee. 
—(Treasury.) 


Education Bill—County and Borough 
Councils Scheme. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint, 
Boroughs): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether the periods for 
which the Education Committees of 
County and Borough Councils are to be 
appointed will be specified in the 
schemes which, under Clause 12 of the 
Education Bill, are to be framed by the 
Councils and approved by the Board of 
Edueation ; and, if not, whether he will 
propose an Amendment stating the time 
tor which these Committees are to be 
constituted ; and whether it is intended 
that all the Members shall retire in a 
body at the expiration of their office or 
that a certain number shall retire each 
year, 


(Anisuer.) It ig intended that all these 
matters should be provided for by the 
schemes.—( Treasury.) 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R.) 
illand): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the proceedings of 
Education Committees appointed under 
Clause 12 of the Education Bill are to be 
reported to and will require confirmation 
lv the local education authority. 


(duswer.) I have already said that the 
Committee will have great weight with 
the Council, but the ultimate control 
will be in the hands of the Council and 
not of the Committee of the Council.— 
(Treasu ry.) 


Education Bill—Local Government 
Board Provisional Orders. 
_Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
local Government Board is to exercise 
ts own discretion in making Provisional | 
Orders under Clause 2 of the Education | 
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| Bill, or whether it is to have regard to 
the interests of secular instruction, to 
| the wishes of parents as to the education 
of their children, and to the economy of 
the rates in accordance with the condi- 
tions laid down for the guidance of the 
Board of Education in Clause 10 of the 
Bill. 


Questions. 


(Ansuer.) The Local Government 
Board will exercise its own discretion.— 
(Treasury.) 


(2.30.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa—Censorship. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can now say when 
the censorship in South Africa and on 
letters and news coming to this country 
from South Africa will be abandoned. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have _ received 
a telegram from Lord Milner today, 
which is to the following effect : — 
It has been decided greatly to relax 
the censorship restrictions on Corona- 


tion Day. Private letters will no 
longer be censored. Press cables will 


still be liable to censorship for the 
present, and until the country is more 
settled, although this power will be 
sparingly used. 


Mr. DILLON: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give any answer to that part 
of the Question in reference to the 
censorship of newspapers and pamphlets ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 
information beyond that which I have 
already given. It says, “* Private letters 
will no longer be censored.” That 
means in the Colonies or elsewhere. 


Mr. DILLON: I will put another 
Question in reference to publications 
such as newspapers. 


South African Finance. 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, if he will give to 
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the House the latest Returns of the 
revenue and expenditure in the Transvaal 
and Orange River Territories, and of the 
amount received from the taxation of the 
gold mining companies or of their output. 


(Questions. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I will lay 
Papers at an early date, showing the 
latest financial Returns of the two new 
Colonies. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Seeing that 
the right hon. Gentleman gave me Returns 
months ago for November and December, 
cannot he give me a little more 
information ¢ 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


not at present. 


No, Sir, 


The Colonies and the War. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I ask 
my amiable friend the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, if he can state approxi- 
mately the help afforded to the Empire 
by each of the Colonies during the recent 
South African War. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I decline to 


answer, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Mr. 
Speaker 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! If 


the hon. Member asks his Question in the 
usual way, no doubt he will get an 
answer. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Then I will 
again ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
answer the Question on the Paper. 

[No answer was given. ] 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The Question must 
be put down on the Paper again. 

Subsequently— 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: On a point 
of Order, Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
know what I should do. I unwillingly 
offended the Colonial Secretary and got 
no reply to my Question. 

*Mr. SPEAKER : 


That is not a point 
of order. 


The matter is disposed of. 
Cape Constitution. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 


S.): [beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, whether a Minute by 
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‘the Cape Ministers on the subject of a 
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Questions. 


telegram addressed by the Prime Minister 
of Cape Colony to the resident magistrates 
and field cornets denying a statement re- 
specting the contemplated suspension of 


‘the Cape Constitution, and forwarded by 


Lord Milner to the Colonial Secretary in 
a letter, dated 7th November, 1899, and 
received at the Colonial Office 5th 
December, 1899, still holds good ; and, if 
not, will he say what is the reason for 
departure from the terms of Lord 
Milner’s proclamation, dated 23rd Novy- 
ember, 1899, that the inhabitants of Cape 
Colony would not be deprived of their 
constitutional rights. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: As far as | 
am aware, the present Cape Government 
adhere to the terms of the minute of their 
predecessors. There has been no de. 
parture from the terms of Lord Milner’s 
proclamation. 


South African Census, 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether, in view of 
the constitutional questions now arising 
in South Africa, which involve a con- 
sideration of the numbers and races of 
the populations in our various colonies, 
he will consider the advisability of a 
census of the whole of South Afmea in 
the next twelve months by the Imperial 
authorities, with the consent of or in 
conjunction with the Governments of 


Cape Colony and Natal. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No census 


can be taken in the new colonies until 
the work of repatriation and resettlement 
is complete, and consequently a census of 
the whole of South Africa is not likely to 
be practicable during the next twelve 
months. 


Treatment of Boer Prisoners. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushceliff): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, having regard to 
the fact that by the terms of peace 
signed some weeks since in South Africa 
the inhabitants of the late republics there 
have become British subjects, instructions 
have been given to relax and mitigate in 
every possible way the conditions of life 
of the prisoners of war in various places 
and especially to afford them unfettered 
communication, by post and otherwise, 
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with their relatives and friends; and 
when it is likely that the process of | 
repatriation of the prisoners will 
commence. 


(Juestions. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have no specific information to 
enable me to reply to the points raised in 
the question, but every effort is being 
taken to proceed as rapidly as possible 
with the repatriation of the prisoners of 
War. As regards the censorship regula- 
tions, may I refer the hon. Member to the 
answer which my right hon. friend has 
given to the question put by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo. 


Cape Colony Prisoners. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state the number of persons now in 
gaol in Cape Colony who have been 
arrested under martial law but have not 
yet had any charge preferred against them 
or been brought to trial ; and whether 
he can say how many persons have been 
removed for military reasons from their 
homes, and, without any actual charge 
being preferred against them, have been 
transported to a distance and there been 
placed under surveillance. 

Mr. BRODRICK: There are no 
persons incarcerated in Cape Colony 
against whom a definite charge has not 


been formulated. I do not know the 
number of those deported under sur- 
veillance, but these persons are being 


released. 


Coronation Decorations—Welsh National 
Flag. 

Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether, in 
view of the fact that several Welsh 
regiments took part in the recent 
campaigns in South Africa, he will explain 
why the national flag of W ales, the Red 
Dragon, is not displayed side by side 
with the flags of England, Scotland, and 
Ireland in ‘the decoration of the "War 
Office ; and if he will give orders that 
the omission shall be rectified. 


Mr. BRODRICK : If the hon. Member 
had waited until the decorations at the 
War Office were completed, he would 
have found that the Red Dragon of Wales 
was not omitted. 
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Questions. 


Military Education Report, 
CotonEL WYNDHAM MURRAY 
(Bath): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can state 
what action he proposes to take with 
regard to the Report of the Committee 
on military education. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I am not at 
present in a position to make any state- 
ment on the subject, and seeing the 
importance of the question, and the 
immense pressure on the principal officials 
of the War Office in connection with the 
withdrawal of troops from South Africa, 
and the Coronation, I cannot promise 
that I shall be, at any early date, in a 
position to give the views of the Govern- 
ment to the House. 


Army Interpreters. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he will say how many officers in His 
Majesty’s Regular Army have passed the 
examination qualifying them as inter- 
preters, and what percentage these form 
of the whole. 


Lorp STANLEY : 384 officers of the 
Regular Army are qualified interpreters, 
being a percentage of 2°37. 


Military Manceuvres. 
CoLoNEL WYNDHAM MURRAY: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he can state what military manceuvres 
will take place this year. 


Lorp STANLEY : No general manceu- 
vres will be held this year. The annual 
course of training concludes with the 
combined maneuvres of all arms—the 
time allotted for the latter being decided 
by the general officers commanding Army 
corps and districts. A special grant of 
money has been given to general ofticers 
at home and abroad to meet expenses 
bevond ordinary expenditure connected 
with the field training of troops in their 
command. 


Medal for Meritorious Service (Peace). 

Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, 
Walthamstow): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
is aware that a number of non-com- 
missioned officers and men have been 
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recommended by commanding officers of | 


(Questions. 


corps for the medal for meritorious 
service (peace) who have been waiting | 
for such; and whether he will arrange 
that at the Coronation such men shall | 
be granted the medal at once, even if 
they have to wait for the gratuity. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
appears to be referring to the grant of a 
medal for meritorious service which. is 
awarded only to soldiers above the rank 
of corporal who are selected for an 
annuity for long, valuable and meritorious 
service. The grant of the medal is 
dependent entirely on the grant of the 
annuity, and the grant of the annuity 
depends on the occurrence of a vacancy. 
It is accordingly impossible to accede to 
the hon. Member's request. 


Trooper Freer. 

Mr. DELANY: (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether a claim has been 
lodged by or on behalf of the parents of 
the late Trooper C. V. Freer, for payment 
of bounty due to him upon enlistment in 
the 74th Company Imperial Yeomanry, 
and also for three months pay due to him 
at the time of his death, viz. 14th April, 
1902, as trooper in the Cape Mounted 
Specials, to which he was transferred ; 
and, if so, will he say whether such claim 
has been investigated, and what decision 
has been arrived at. 


Lorp STANLEY: The bounty was 
due on discharge and not on re-enlistment. 
The claim for its payment is now under 
investigation and may involve reference 
to South Africa. The claim for the 
three months pay can only be adjusted 
locally, and application should be made to 
the Master of the High Court at 
Kimberley. 


Reserve Officers’ Gratuities. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if he will say why reserve 
ofticers who have been working at depots 
for the last two years only receive a 
gratuity of £150 for the two years, 7.e.£100 
at the end of the first year and £50 at 
the end of the second year, whilst Militia 
and Volunteer officers employed in the 
sane duties receive a gratuity, as mess 
allowance, of 5s. per diem, which in two 
years amounts to £182 10s. 


{COMMONS} 


_referred to arises from the 





(Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: The difference 
different 


conditions of service in the two cases, 


The employment of reserve officers is 


compulsory, that of Militia and Volunteer 
officers for this duty is voluntary. 


Sara Ghat Ferry. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary 
of State for India, in view of the fact 
that the Eastern Bengal Railway became 
vested in the Secretary of State for 
India in July, 1884, and that the 
steamers in use at Sara Ghat Ferry are 
under the control of the railway will 
he consider the expediency of superseding 
the present fifty year old steamers by 
vessels of modern type. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): | have already informed the 
hon. Member that the matter is one 
for the consideration of the local author- 
ities, and that any complaints should be 
addressed to the administration of the 
railway. 


Tientsin Agreement. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state if the 
American Minister at Peking is a party 
to the acceptance with modifications of 
the conditions made at Tientsin by the 
commanders of the allied forces. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cray- 
BORNE, Rochester): A final agreement has 
not yet been come to as to the conditions 
upon which the provisional Government 
is to be terminated. I can make no 
statement, therefore, as to the attitude 
of the representatives of the Powers. 


Hong Kong Fatality. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, having regard 
to the collapse of a house in Cochrane 
Street, Hong Kong, in August last, where- 

| by twenty-two persons lost their lives, and 
seeing that other buildings in the city 


_are built similarly to that which collapsed, 


| will he state what steps are taken to 
| secure the inspection of newly constructed 
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buildings ; will he state what sum of 
money is expended in the colony for 
this purpose, and to whom it is paid. 


(Questions. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: There is 
a special inspector of buildings, and it is 
contemplated to meet the increase in 
building in the colony by additional 
inspectors. I cannot answer the last 
part of the Question. 


Hong Kong Plague Hospital. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
he is aware that there is only one 
physician in charge of the Kennedy 
Town Plague Hospital, Hong Kong ; and, 
in view of the requirements of the 
patients, will he consider the expediency 
of calling for a report on the subject, 
with a view to a larger and_ better 
trained staff being provided for this 
hospital. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The staff 
at the Kennedy Town Hospital for 
infectious diseases, which is, I am told, 
within easy reach of the civil hospital, 
includes a resident medical officer, two 
trained European wardmasters, and two 
trained sisters. According to the latest 
returns the total number of beds is 
twenty-eight, and the daily average of 
cases in hospital less than five. Under 
these circumstances, I see no necessity to 
interfere with the arrangements made by 
the Colonial Government, with the ad- 
vice of the principal civil medical officer. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman call for a report ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Certainly 
not. I think the answer complete. 


Italian Art Galleries—Regulations for 
Foreign Students. 

Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether representations have been made 
tothe Italian Government with a view to 
secure a modification of the recent regu- 
htion which requires all foreign artists 
vho wish to study art in the Italian galle- 
les Or museums, to produce an academic 
diploma and a certificate from the Italian 
Consul in their native city or town that 
they are capable and respectable; and, 
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Lorp CRANBORNE: The regulations 
to which the hon. Gentleman refers have 
relation to gratuitous admission to 
Italian galleries and museums, and for 
such a privilege the conditions do not 
seem unreasonable. It is not proposed 
to make any representations on the sub- 
ject. A notice giving the provisions of 
the law as regards foreigners was sent 
to the papers for publication on the 17th 
instant. There are no fresh restrictions 
on visitors to the galleries and museums 
who are willing to pay the customary 
fees. 


Mr. WEIR: The point of the Question 
is that it is absolutely impossible to 
comply with some of the conditions. | 
hope the Government will look into this 
matter. 


Great Eastern Railway— Workmen's 
Trains. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
drawn to announcements made by the 
Great Eastern Railway Company, that 
the workmen’s trains on their lines will 
be suspended on the 26th and 27th inst. ; 
and, having regard to the provisions of 
the Companies Act as to a daily service 
of workmen’s trains, whether he can use 
any influence with the Railway Company 
to secure the maintenance of the usual 
facilities for working people on the two 
days of the Coronation. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Grratp  BaLrour,, 
Leeds, Central): The Railway Company 
concerned do not admit that, having 
regard to the provisions of the Bank 
Holidays’ Act, they are under legal 
obligation to run workmen’s trains on the 
days in question ; but they state that, 
having received representations from 
workpeople residing in the districts 
served by their railway, they have issued 
notices announcing that workmen who 
are bona fide travelling to their work on 


those days can obtain workmen's two- 


penny tickets by certain specified trains. 
They point out that, under the special 
circumstances affecting their traffic on 
the days mentioned, they could not 
maintain the full facilities ordinarily 


"any such representations have been | granted to workmen going to and re- 


made, will he state the result. 


| 


turning from their work. 
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Shipping Combines. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade, whether he is aware that the 
Union Castle Steamship Company, the 
Clan Steamship Company, Messrs 
Bucknall, Ellerman, Harrison, and 
other shipowners trading between the 
United Kingdom ports and South 
Airica, have entered into a combine 
by which 10 per cent. of the primage 
on freight earned by them is held by 
them for twelve to eighteen months 
and only paid to the shipper at the 
end of that period, provided that during 
the period the shippers have not shipped 
goods outside this combine ; and, seeing 
that the Union Castle Company carry 
his Majesty’s mails, and the other 
members ot the combine are employed 
to carry Government stores, whether 
action will be taken to put an end to 
this combine by not employing the 
steamers of any company or persons 
who are connected with it, either for 
service of his Majesty's mails, or for 
carriage of Government stores. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand that an arrangement substantially, 
though not exactly, such as the hon. 
Member describes, has existed for some 
vears between leading merchants and 
shipping companies not only in the 
South African Trade, but in that with 
other distant parts of the world. The 
latter part of the Question should be 
addressed to the Ministers in charge 
ot the Departments concerned in the 
contracts. 


Coronation Processions. 


sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can arrange with the 
Stationery Office to supply Members 
of Parliament with copies of the official 
programmes of the Coronation Pro- 
eessions and the police regulations for 
street traffic on Thursday and Friday 
26th and 27th instant, printed in a 
convenient form for use on those days. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): I understand 
that the order of the processions has 
not yet been finally settled. As regards 
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the police regulations, the Chief Com- 
missioner of Poiice has been good 
enough to supply me with copies of 
these for the use of Members. 
They can be obtained at the Vote 
Office. 


Govan Telegraphic Arrangements. 

Mr. HUNTER CRAIG (Lanarkshire, 
Govan): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware 
that South Govan, containing a popula- 
tion of 6,000, has no _ telegraphic 
facilities at the post office there, and 
that persons desiring to telegraph have 
to travel to Fairfield, Govan, a distance 
of nearly a mile; would he therefore 
arrange to provide telegraphic facilities 
at the South Govan sub-post office at 
Linthouse for the convenience of this 
district. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General is aware that 
the nearest telegraph office to Linthouse, 
South Govan, is that at Fairfield, nearly 
half a mile distant, and he will look 
further into the question of providing 
telegraphic facilities at the Linthouse 
office. 


Scottish Civic Titles. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Glasgow, Black- 
friars): 1 beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
lord mayors of some provincial cities in 
England, and of some cities in Ireland, 
are entitled to be addressed as the ‘ right 
honourable,’ while the lord provosts of 
Glasgow and Edinburgh are described 
as the “‘honourable,”’ he will endeavour 
to have the custom in this respect made 
the same in Scotland as in the rest of 
the Kingdom. 


THe SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr _ Dicksov, 


Glasgow, Bridgton): ‘The Lord Provost 
of Edinburgh is by custom styled “ right 
honourable,” and the Lord Provost of 
Glasgow ‘honourable,’ and it is not 
proposed to make any change in this 
custom. 


Ciyde Herring Fisheries. 
Mr. NICOL (Argyllshire) : {beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate whether it is the 
intention of the Secretary for Scotland 
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to appoint a special Commission to hold 
a public inquiry respecting the various 
questions that have arisen in regard to 
the herring fishing industry in the 
Firth of Clyde and elsewhere on the 
West Coast of Scotland ; and, if so, can 
he state the terms of the reference. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The Secre- 
tary for Scotland has received from the 
Fishery Board the following telegram in 
regard to my~-hon. friend’s Question, 


which only appeared on the notice Paper | 


on Saturday— 


‘The Fishery Board propose with reference 
toa close time for herrings on the West Coast 
of Scotland tu hold a public inquiry in the 
autumn of this year into the whole question of 
the regulation of the herring fishing in the 
Firth of Clyde.” 


Kew Gardens—Plant Nomenclature. 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Haggers- 
ton): I beg to ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether, in order to 
increase the interest taken in horticul- 
ture, foreign shrubs, and trees, by the 
visitors to Kew Gardens and the public 
parks, he will issue instructions that 
the practice of labelling flowers, shrubs, 
and trees in Latin shall be discontinued 
and English substituted; or, if the 
present method is continued, that side 
by side with the Latin description the 
name shall appear in English ; and 
whether he will see that the same rule 
isapplied in our national museums. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): Is it not 
the fact that the great majority of these 
trees have no English names, and that 
it would diminish their value to foreign 


visitors if the practice of naming them | 


in Latin were abandoned ? 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Douctas, Kent, 
St. Augustine): I understand the desire 
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School, Districts — Deficiency of School 
Places, 


Mr. TREVELYAN: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether he will grant a Re- 
turn showing the number of school 
districts in which a deficiency of school 
places at present exists, and the extent 
of such deficiency in each instance. 


Questions. 


THE VICE- PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
| CATION (Sir Jonn Gorst, Cambridge 
University): There are, so far as the 
Board of Education are aware, eleven 
such districts, in each of which notices 
have already been issued with a view 
to the deficiency being supplied. This 
can be given in the form of a Return 
if the hon. Member will move for it. 


Glenbeigh (Kerry) County Council 
ection. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that at the recent election for a 
county councillor in the division of 
Glenbeigh, County Kerry, a son of one 
of the candidates acted as personating 
agent for his father at the polling booth. 
ot Rosnoo-ane, in the electoral division 
of Dromore; that the candidate in 
question is land agent for the whole of 
that electoral division ; that a number 
of the voters are illiterate ; and whether, 
in order to ensure the security afforded 
by the Ballot Act, he will take steps to 
prevent the recurrence of this practice. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): I have 
/no information on the facts alleged, and 
no official right to acquire it. Any 
candidate or elector who may dispute 
|the validity of the election can seek 
} redress by means of a petition; but the 
/Government has no power to take 
| action in the matter. 


of the hon. Member is to have the name | 


in both English and Latin. 
pleased to consider the hon. Member’s 
suggestion, and have asked for the 
observations of the Director of Kew 
Gardens upon it. I have no objection 
to call the attention of the Trustees of 
the British Museum to the question, but 
Ihave no authority over their manage- 
ment of their museums. 


[ shall be | 


! 


Ballinasloe Crimes Act Prosecution: 

| Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
| ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
| tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
'that Mr. William Hastings, editor of the 
| Western News, Ballinasloe, was prosecuted 
this month under the Act of Edward III. 
on the charge of inciting certain persons 


| to intimidate other persons; that no 
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witness was produced to prove that any | 
‘person had been incited or intimidated, 
or that any one had read the articles ; 
whether he is aware that the articles on 
which the prosecution was based treated 
-of the grazing question without reference 
to any persons, and that the case was 
heard by a Bench of nine magistrates, 
- consisting of landlords and graziers, and 
two resident magistrates; and, seeing 
that the Bench stopped the Crown Prose- 
cutor without hearing the accused, and 
intimated that they had made up their 
minds to convict, and that the Crown 
Prosecutor offered no comment, and 
that the Chairman pronounced a sentence 
of six months imprisonment in default of 
bail, he will recommend the Lord Lieu- 
tenant to exercise his prerogative and 
quash the conviction ; and will he state 
what passages in the articles written by 
the accused were complained of by the 
Crown. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The particulars set 
forth in this Question are inaccurate. 
Mr. Hastings was not convicted of an 
offence, but, having for months published 
articles directly inciting to the boycotting 
and intimidation of persons in the 
neighbourhood, he was required to 
enter into recognisances to keep the 
peace and be of good behaviour. The 
accused was fully heard. He duly 
entered into recognisances and is now at 
large. There was only one dissentient 
on the Bench consisting of nine magis- 
trates. I am not aware what pursuits 
may be followed by seven of them. They 
seem to have acted properly. There is 
no conviction to quash. 


Mr. ROCHE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman state what passages in the 
articles were complained of ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Those 
inciting to boycotting. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork Co., E.): 
Who instigated the prosecution ? 


<< 


directly 


Mr. ROCHE: May I point out that 
no particular paragraphs were specified ? 
That is what | want to find out. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not see how 
that is relevant to the Question. The 
accused entered into recognisances, and 
there the matter ends, 
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Mr. ROCHE: But surely a defendant 
is entitled to know what is charged 
against him. 


*Mr:. SPEAKER: Order, order! .* 


Macroom Labourers’ Cottages. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
number of cottages erected and in course 
of erection under the Labourers’ Acts in 
the Macroom rural district ; how many 
schemes have been formulated by the 
council of that district ; and the amount 
of the loans sanctioned for providing 
improved dwellings for the labouring 
classes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Loans amounting 
to £42,980 have been sanctioned for 435 
cottages, comprised in three schemes. 389 
cottages were erected at the end of March, 
1901, later information is not at present 
available. A fourth scheme authorising 
the provision of 129 additional cottages 
has been sanctioned. The District Council 
has not yet applied for the necessary loan 
to carry this scheme into efiect. 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): Will the Local Government 
Board take steps to put the Act in force! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! Notice 
must be given of that Question. 


Ennis Crimes Act Prosecutions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 


the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether ; 


he can state the circumstances under 
which Mr. Linnane, chairman of the Ennis 
District Council; Mr. F. Flanagan, 
chairman of the Corofin District Council ; 
Mr. Griffy, chairman of the Corofin 
Guardians; and a number of other 
gentlemen were recently sent to prison 


with hard labour in Ennis for three 
months. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In this case the 
defendants were prosecuted on the charge 
of taking part in a criminal conspiracy to 
compel certain persons not to occupy 
lands of which they were in legal occupa 
tion. The sentences imposed on Messrs. 
Linnane and Griffy are not accompanied 
by hard labour, and the latter was 
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388 
committed for two months. The sentences Mr. WYNDHAM: No such power is 
ant on all the defendants, with one exception, | vested in county inspectors; but the 
ed were confirmed on appeal at the recent Inspector General is authorised by the 
Quarter Sessions, at Ennis. 46 and 47 Vict. cap. 14, Section 3 (6) to 
require men to retire on pension when 
‘ Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May is they have completed twenty-five years 
ask the right hon. Gentieman if it is not service. This course had been followed 
a fact that the county of Clare isinavery in the case of some members of the 
id) : peaceful condition, and under these force in Cork. 
ord circumstances, is not the continued 
the a of these eo ad to Roscrea Crimes Act Prisoners. 
“¢ produce a different state of affairs Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN : I beg 
any *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That t? 8k the Chief Secretary to the 
the does not arise out of the Question. The Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
yunt || Question on the Paper is under what his attention has been drawn to the 
Jing || circumstances these men were sent to treatment of the prisoners convicted 
ring 4 prison. under the Criminal Law and Pro- 
: cedure (Ireland) Act at Roscrea on 
} Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then I the 14th May last, who were handcuffed 
iting | willask a Question which does arise out of for several hours while being conveyed 
435 ] that on the Paper. It is whether these from Roscrea to Clonmel prison; and 
389 ] cases have not arisen out of a difficulty in will he state on what grounds were they 
arch, connection with the taking of a farm in | subjected to this treatment. 
esent County Clare, ina case which was recently 
ising before the High Court in Dublin, when) Mr. WYNDHAM: The prisoners 
Lages Mr. Justice Gibson— were handcuffed whilst being conveyed 
uncil ; by car from Roscrea to Ballybrophy 
‘loan *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! I do not railway station, a distance of ten miles. 
see how that arises out of the Question. |The handcuffs were then removed and 
wary, | MR. P.J. O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): Is the | Were pot again pot a 
ment | gentleman who has been sentenced to hard po ag — “1 a 7 ha 
orce! | ‘aboura Justice of the Peace ? — os oe ie oe oF Se 
police as a necessary precaution for the 
te *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! If custody of the prisoners. If there had 
‘ otice 


the hon. Gentleman wishes to attack the | been a place where the prisoners could 
action of the Executive, he must do so in have been properly detained during the 
Committee of Supply. He cannot do it | night, that would have been the best 
1S. by means of Questions across the floor of | course to pursue. But I understand 
Clare, | the House. | that was not so. 

ary (0 | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will | 7 

nether | ao it in Committee of Supply. I was| M8. DILLON (Mayo, E.): May I ask 


aes | 


under only asking these Questions in order to whether the right hon. Gentleman 
Ennis | ve time. | approves of this outrage ? 

nagan, 

yuncil ; Cork Constabulary. | Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not see how 


Jorofin Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork Co., S.): | that question comes in. I have said it 
other | | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | would have been better if the prisoners 


priso! | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | could have been kept in the place during 
three } isaware that County Inspector Hamilton, | the night, but the police say it was not 
in the west riding of the county of Cork, | possible, and they were quite right in 
is compelling members of the force of | taking all the necessary precautions in 
se the twenty-five years service to retire on| view of the large crowds which had 
charge J pension, thereby depriving them of their | assembled. 
racy © | orivilege of attaining their full pensions ; | 
rons and will he say whether such power is} Mr. DILLON: Thenit is the decision 


Meat vested in county inspectors; and, if not,|of the Executive Government that 
; soil will steps be taken to prevent this in-| prisoners under the Crimes Act shall be 
4 was 4 ‘Pector from exercising it in thie district. | handcuffed ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper is on what 
grounds these prisoners were subjected 
to certain treatment. The right hon. 
Gentleman has stated those grounds, 
and the question whether or not they 
are sufficient must be discussed in 
another way. 





Mr. DILLON: Then at the earliest 
opportunity I shall call attention to the 
matter. 


Captain DONELAN: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that these gentle- 
men—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


An Hon. Member: ‘Coronation 


handcuffs.” 


Belfast Smallpox Hospital. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that it is proposed to erect a 
smallpox hospital for Belfast within the 
asylum grounds at Purdysburn, County 
Down ; that there is an industrial and 
agricultural population in the immediate 
neighbourhood, and that objection has 
been taken to the erection of the 
hospital; and if he can state what the 
medical officers of the Irish Local 
Government Board have decided to be 
the striking distance of smallpox con- 
tagion: and if the asylum itself and the 
homes of the people are outside the 
distance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The site of the 
temporary smallpox hospita! is on lands 
acquired by the Belfast Corporation for 
Asylum purposes, but which were sub- 
sequently allocated to hospital purposes 
by the City of Belfast (Hospitals) Act of 


1898. The site is 300 yards from the 
nearest dwelling - houses. Some ob- 


jections have been received by the Cor- 
poration to the erection of the hospital. 
Neither the Local Government Board 
nor their Inspectors have prescribed any 


fixed limit as the striking distance of, 


smallpox contagion. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the striking 
distance of smallpox is clearly laid down 
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by the English Local Government Board, 
and will he state whether two national 
schools and a large number of cottages 
are, in this case, within that striking 
distance ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not re- 


sponsible for the Local Government 


Board of England, but, on the facts. 


before me, it seems to me the only 
alternative would have been to continue 
the hospital at the workhouse, in the 
centre of a thick population. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman, seeing that con- 
siderable alarm exists in the locality, 
whether he will inquire as to the rules 
adopted by the Local Government Board 
in England in similar cases. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. I shall be 
very glad to do that, if my hon. friend 
will direct my attention to the facts. 


Irish Board of Works—Age Regulations. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he can state how many 
persons are employed by the Irish Board 
of Works at salaries above 50s. a week, 
in the departments of Phoenix and Stephen 
Green Parks, Harbour Works at Kings- 
town and Howth, River Shannon Navi- 
gation Works, and at any other perma- 
nent undertaking, subject to the control 
of the Irish Board of Works ; and how 
many of the persons so employed at 
salaries of over 50s. a week are Roman 
Catholics. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The number of persons employed by the 
Board of Works in these cases at salaries 
above 50s. a week, is twelve. I have 
no knowledge of their religious beliefs. 


Ramsgrange Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, a8 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that dissatisfaction 
prevails in the parish of Ramsgrange, 
and the surrounding district owing to 
the postal arrangements; and whether 
he can arrange that the English mails 
should go by way of Waterford as at 
present, and the principal portion of the 
mails be sent by way of Wexford, with 4 
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post car running between Foulksmill of a junior member who, has for some 


and Fethard, so that the delivery of the | weeks been engaged in the duty of re- 


latter would be at ten o'clock in the 
morning instead of three o’clock in the 
afternoon, as at present. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In 
a letter sent to the hon. Member from 
the Post Office on the 28th of February 
last, it was explained that it would not 
be practicable to serve the district in 
question partly ~from Waterford and 
partly from Wexford, and the Postmaster 
General fears that it will not be feasible 
to adopt the hon. Member’s suggestion. 
but he will have further enquiry made 
on the subject. 


Me. FFRENCH: But would it not 
result in a saving to the Post Office, if 
my suggestions were carried out ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am not aware of that. At anyrate the 
Postmaster General considers it would 
not be feasible. If the hon. Member has 
any further information, and will com- 
municate it to the Postmaster General, 
that may be the best way of bringing 
the matter to a satisfactory conclusion. 


Rosscarbery Mails. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY: I beg to 
ask the Seeretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether inquiries have recently been 
made as to the cost of conveying a 
seond daily mail froin Clonakilty to 
Rosscarbery, a distance of eight miles; 
and whether a second delivery can be 
granted to Rosscarbery. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
further inquiry has recently been made, 
is to the possibility of establishing a 
second post to Rosscarbery, but it is 
iound that the expense of providing such 
a service is still not warranted. The 
question will not be lost sight of, but 
will be again considered next year. 


Armagh Postal Staff. 


l beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
‘iry, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that, owing 


Armagh Post Office, and the withdrawal 
VOL. CIX, [FouRTH SERIES. ] 








Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh §.) : | 


to the introduction of women in the. 


‘arranging rural postmen’s walks, the 
/number of men available for work has 
| been considerably reduced. Whether he 
‘is aware that, in consequence of this _re- 
duction, the remainder of the staff have 
been obliged to perform extra duty, so 
that men have had to work fourteen or 
| fifteen hours per day, sometimes coming 
'on at 2 a.m. after their work of the 
previous day; whether it is customary 
‘to attach such work to an ordinary 
| officer such as the aforesaid junior mem- 
| ber ; and whether he will see that there 
is some redistribution of the work 


among the staff at Armagh. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
duties of the Armagh Post Office have not 
been prejudiced by the introduction of 


' the three women clerks who now, with 
eight men, make up the established in- 
' door staff, but recently some extra duty 


has been necessary in consequence of 
sick and other absences. This extra 
duty, of which the woman have gener- 
ally taken a share, has been of very 
moderate amount, except during one 
week when five men in rotation each 
worked overtime for six hours one night 
in the week. The circumstances were 
quite exceptional, and instructions have 
been given for such a distribution of the 
work as will not in future involve any 
officer in a prolonged night attendance 
in addition to his ordinary day duty. 
The junior officer referred to, as with- 
drawn for temporary special duty was 
considered the best qualified for that 
duty. 


Supplementary Questions were put by 


‘Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.) and Mr. 


JOHN CAMPBELL, but were not audible. 


Operation of the New Question Rule. 

At five minutes to three o’clock, the 
time appointed by the new Rule for the 
interruption of Questions, thirty-eight of 
the Questions on the Paper had been asked 
and replied to, and sixteen others, the 
majority of which were addressed to the 
First Lord of the Treasury, remained un- 
answered. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It 
being now five minutes to three o'clock, 
it is my duty, under the new Rule, to 
interrupt Questions. 


3 D 
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Mr. DILLON: As this is the first 
oceasion on which Questions have been 
interrupted under the new Rule, I wish 
to ask what becomes of the starred Ques- 
tions on the Paper which have not been 
reached. Will they be postponed till to- 
morrow, and then have precedence ? 


*\Mr. SPEAKER : 
in the Rule. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: May I, as 
point of order, call attention to the fect 
that Mr. Speaker has been called to the 
Bar of the House of Lords, and that, as 
a consequence, (Juestion time has been en- 
croached upon for several minutes. 


That is provided for 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point 


of order. I am quite aware of the fact 
that I was called tothe Bar of the House 
of Lords. I may say that Questions not | 


answered by reason of the absence of | 
Ministers can now be put. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): On the point of order. according to 
my recollection, this case was considered | 
in the discussion of the Rule. 
felt that, at all hazards, we should avoid 
an accumulation of Questions carried 
over from day to day, and that each day 
should dispose of the day’s starred Ques- 
tions, either by oral answers or by 
printed answers in the Votes. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think I must 
correct my previous statement. I had not 
looked at the Rule when the Question was 
addressed to me, but having done so now, 
I must say | think the right hon 
Gentleman is right in his interpretation 
of the Rule, and that the answers to Ques- 
tions not reached 


the Votes. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg most respectfully 
to differ from the right hon. Gentleman 
as to his interpretation of the intention 
of the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question is not whether the right hon. 
Gentleman is right in his interpretation 
of the intention of the House, but 
whether I am right in the construction 
of the Rule. 


{COMMONS} 


New Question Rule. 


Mr. DILLON : Seeing, Sir, that you 
gave a different ruling in the first place, 
would it not be reasonable under the 
circumstances to give hon. Members 
the privilege of postponing starred 
Questions till to-morrow? Your inter- 
pretation comes as a complete sur- 
prise to many of us. Evidently it will be 
necessary to give notice at the Table 
before Questions are called. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am bound by the 
Standing Orders ; but, if I had discretion 
in the matter, and as this is the first 


glad to say that these Questions might, 
on this occasion, as the hon. Member 
suggested, be put down for tomorrow. 
But that cannot be done under the 





by five minutes to | 
three must be printed and circulated with | 


Standing Order. 


| 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
| said he would like to call attention to the 
| wording of the Rule. It was to the effect 
| that in certain circumstance the Minister 
| should cause the answer to be printed, 
unless the Member had _ signitied his 
desire otherwise, The point was, when 
| must that desire be intimated ? 


It was | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I can only adhere to 
| the view I have already expressed. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL | asked 
whether a Member when giving notice of a 
Question at the Table could not intimate 
to the Clerks that if it were not reached it 
should be postponed instead of the answer 
being printed. Further, he inquired 
whether the Questions to the First Lord 
could not be taken. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No, that cannot be 
done. The Questions must be taken in 
their order until five minutes to three. 


| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: With great 
| respect to you, Sir, the Standing Order 
does not prescribe any order for the 
Questions, and those addressed to the 
First Lord are put last as a matter of 
convenience. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The fact remains 
that the time allotted for Questions having 


expired, those addressed to the First 
Lord must be dealt with in the same 
manner as the other Questions. 1 can 





make no exception. 
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Business 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask you 
whether there was any warning given 
on behalf of the properly constituted 
authorities, whoever they may be, that 
the presence of this House would be 
required in the House of Lords, and if it 
would be possible to arrange so that such 
a step should not be taken on a day when 
there are a number of important Questions 
which might be prevented from being 
answered. - 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The usual practice 
has been followed in this case — that 
is to say, a notice is sent to me, either 
on the day or the day before — I 
received it in the present case this 
morning—that there would be a Com- 
mission at two ovclock. I should hope 
that those who make the arrangements 
would endeavour as far as_ possible 
to arrange that a Commission should be 
taken on a day when it is likely that only 
a few Questions will be set down. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : I de- 
sire to ask for information on_ this 
question. May I inquire whether, if 


an hon. Member puts down a Question 
and by starring it thereby indicates that 
he requires a verbal answer to it, and 
it is not reached by five minutes to 
three, he is precluded from putting down 
that question as a starred Question for 
any other day? I would also ask whether 
an hon. Member is not at liberty, by giving 
notice when he puts the Question down, 
that if it is not reached by five minutes 
to three he prefers to have it answered 
verbally the next day, to have that done ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Certainly an hon. 
Member cannot get round the Standing 
Order in that way. As to the first part 
of the hon. Member's Question, I can only 
repeat that the answer will be printed, 
and, if it is printed, the Question will be 
in exactly the same position as if it had 
already been asked and answered in this 


House. It cannot be put down again. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But 


what I want to know is this. There may 
be a particular Question, which for sutti- 
cient reasons an hon. Member may desire 


to have verballyanswered. Is he prevented |. . 


for ever from getting that verbal answer | 
if the Question does not happen to be | 
reached before five minutes to three on | 
the day on which he puts it down ? | 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: “For ever” is a 
long time. I cannot add anything to 
what I have already said, viz., that if. the 
answer is printed with the Papers, the 
Question will be in exactly the same 
position as one which has been answered 
in the House. 


Business of the House. 
Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.): May 
I ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether it is the intention of the 
Government totake the Licensing Bill 
at the Morning or Evening Sitting this 
day. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
in order in asking urgent (Questions 
relating to the business of the House. 
and I think this one comes within that 
category. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have every 
reason to believe that the Education 
Bill will not be finished before the close 
of business and therefore anticipate that 
the Licensing Bill will not come on. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, the Questions 
I have on the Paper, viz., if he will state 
the intentions of the Government with 
regard to imposing on the local rates the 
whole cost of administering the Educa- 
tion Bill. I beg also to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he can state 
the effect of the Education Bill upon 
Endowments now applied to elementary 
education; whether these endowments 
will be diverted ; if so, to what purpose. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I say 
that in accordance with what I said to 
the House last Thursday | shall ask 
permission to make a statement with 
reference to the financial proposals of 
the Government. 


+ The points arising on the amendment of 
the Standing Order ‘* Questions to Member” 
are fully stated in the Indexes to Volumes ci 
—cvii, under the title ‘‘ Questions in the 
House.” The Standing Order, as it finally 
emerged from the discussions, is set outon Vol. 
evii, at page 285. Its’ concluding words may 
be reproduced here: ‘If [a starred Question] 
. is not reached by five minutes before 


three of the clock, the Minister to whom it 
is addressed shall cause an answer to be printed 
and circulated with the Votes, unless the Mem- 
her has signified his desire to postpone the 
Question.” —[ED. ] 
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Mr. SPEAKER: The righthon. Gentle- 
man can, of course, do so by leave of the 
House. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 
What is to be the business this week ? | 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: At the evening | 
sitting on Tuesday I shall move a/ 
Motion enabling the House to rise. for | 
the Coronation holidays. The Wednes- | 
day afternoon sitting will, I hope, | 
conclude the Third Reading of the! 
Finance Bill. The Education Bill will | 
be proceeded with on Tuesday after- | 
noon, 


| 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to move the un- | 
opposed Return which stands in my | 
name. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The! 
hon. Member must now do that after | 
12 o'clock. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to certain of the 
Amendments made by this House to, 
Cremation Bill ager: . And disagree to 
one other of the said Amendments, for 
which disagreement they assign their) 
reason, 


| 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, | 
“An Act to enable the Trustees of the | 
British Museum to remove certain news- | 
papers and other printed matter from | 


the present Museum Buildings.” [British | 


Museum Bill] [Lords]. 





COMMONS (REGULATION OF THE 
COMMONS IN THE PARISHES OF 


CHIPPING SODBURY, OLD SODBURY, 

AND LITTLE SODBURY, COUNTY OF 

GLOUCESTER. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence relative thereto, 
brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 237.] 


Minutes of Evidence to be printed. 
[No. 237.] 
PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 


Seventh Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 





{COMMONS} 


Bill, 1400 


NEW BILL. 


MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL. 

“To render valid marriages heretofore 
solemnised at the Ellerker Chapel of Ease, 
in the parish of Brantingham, and at the 
church of St. Mark, in the parish of 
Marske-in-Cleveland, both in the county 
of York,” presented by Mr. Jesse Collings, 
under Standing Order 31; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to he 
printed. [Bill 249.] 


EDUCATION BILL. 


(3.10.) Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: I beg 
to ask leave to make a statement. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): May I ask you, Sir, if the 
right hon. Gentleman makes a statement, 
cannot we ask a Question upon it or dis- 
cuss it 7 


*Mr. SPEAKER: A Question may be 
asked, but certainly hon. Members would 


'not be in order in discussing the state- 


ment. There is no Question before the 
House, and the right hon. Gentleman can 
only speak by the leave of the House. 


Mr. DILLON: Under these cireum- 
stances I think it would be much better 
for the right hon. Gentleman to make his 
statement on the Motion that Clause 2 


be adjourned. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am by no 
| means sure of that. The statement has 
|only the most indirect and remote 
reference to Clause 2. The financial 
statement I have to make deals with the 
financial part of the Bill. I do not say 
that there is no connection between the 
two, but it would be remote, and moreover 
I have great doubt whether it would be 


in order. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Am I to understand that the right hon. 
(Gentleman is to make this statement and 

that the House is to have no opportunity 
of discussing it ? 


| Mr. JOHN ELLIS: That would 
surely be most unprecedented. Why not 
make it on a Motion to report progress 
when the Chairman is in the Chair ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The House 
will bear with me for a moment. It 
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| portionate amount of public money, and 
| other districts which were school board 


would have been perfectly competent for areas would get proportionately less, 


me to put down an Amendment on 
Friday mght which would have embodied 
my statement, but I considered that there 
should be a brief explanation of the 
Government proposal, as it had only the 
remotest and most indirect relation to 
Clause 2. In my judgment the only 
convenient course is the one I have 
recommended ; but if the House does not 
wish me to proceed, there is an end of the 
matter. [Hon. Mrempers: Go on.] 

I will endeavour to make the statement 
as brief and as clear as I can. The House 
will remember that since 1895 there have 
heen two separate classes of grant made 
out of the public Exchequer in order to 
wid elementary education. There is a 
grant to voluntary schools, and a 
necessitous School Board grant. The one 
was intended to assist the managers of the 
voluntary schools who had difficulty in 
carrying on their educational work ; 
the other was intended to assist those 
districts which, by reason of the great 
burden of the rates, were in a difficulty 
in dealing with the obligations thrown 
upon them by Parliament. These two 
grants together amount in all to 
£860,000. The voluntary schools aid 
grant last year amounted to £64,000, 
and the necessitous School Board grant 
to £220,000—together making £860,000. 
Now, | am sure that everybody who 
has considered the matter will feel that 
these grants cannot remain as they are, 
and for reasons which the House will 
see are conclusive. As regards the 
voluntary school grant, it loses its original 
purpose as soon as the voluntary schoo! 
in regard to maintenence is supported 
out of the general rates. That may be 
a good or a bad plan; but evidently it 
does away with the ground on which the 
ds. grant was given; and moreover the 
Bill, as it stands, would have the effect 
certainly not desired by its framers, of 
giving a direct bribe to local authorities 
to use the voluntary machinery rather 
than any other machinery, if these 
schools had to be made to meet the 


growth of the population. Moreover, if | 


these grants were stereotyped to the 


county authority, this great anomaly | 


| without there being any rational ground 


for distinguishing between the two cases. 
That is pretty conclusive as regards the 
| voluntary school grant, and it is no less 
conclusive as to why the necessitous school 
grant should also bealtered. That again is 
| a case of merging one authority in shee 
authority, and even as regards those 
Urban Districts which will retain their 
educational autonomy, it will be re- 
membered that the Act of 1897 esti- 
mated the amount to be given by the 
number of children in average attend- 
ance in board schools. Under this Bill, 
as the House is aware, the local authority 
will be responsible for all the children in 
the schools in its district, the School 
Boards being abolished ; and what were 
formerly board schools will become 
schools under the new education author- 
ity. Therefore, that grant no less than 
the other must I think be abolished. We 
propose to abolish them both, and to 
substitute a new grant in aid of ele- 
mentary education. Nowthe question is 
what should be the amount of this 
grant. The amount I have been dealing 
with is, as the House will recollect, 
£860,000 a year. My right hon. friend the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is prepared 
to add to that £860,000 a sum of over 
£900,000 a year; so that the grants 
we have been giving since 1896 will not 
only be doubled, but more than doubled. 
The question then remains, how is this 
large sum of £1,760,000—that is about 
the sum | think that all the consolidated 
grants will amount to—to be distributed. 
The simple and obvious principle would 
be to give it per child all round to every 
district. I should imagine that the sum 
available would, roughly speaking, come 
to 7s. 6d. per child; but on considera- 
tion we have come to the conclusion that 
that simple and obvious principle, if 


carried out in its logical form, 
would lead, I will not say to 
considerable injustice, but to con- 


siderable anomaly. There are districts 
where to give 7s. 6d. per child would 
be to give more than they could reason- 
ably claim from the Exchequer. There 


would be produced, that those districts | are other districts, less happily situated, 


in which there were an immense number | which might perhaps 


receive even 


of voluntary schools would get a dispro- | something less, not more at all events, 
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than they receive under the existing 
system of distributing grants to necessi- 
tous schools. In these circumstances, 
we propose to abate the rigour of a 
simple distribution per child in average 


Education 


attendance, and we propose that the | 


amount to be distributed in that way 
shall:be only 4s. per head. We start, in 
other words, by distributing to every 
educational authority in the country 
4s. per child in average attendance in 
the schools for which that authority is 
responsible; and the remainder we 
propose to distribute according to what 
I may eall the relative poverty or the 
relative want for capacity of districts to 
bear the burdenthrown upon them by 
our elementary education system. Now, 
what is the test of capacity so far as 
elementary education is concerned ? 
The test of capacity which we think on 
the whole is the fairest, and possibly the 
only fair one, is the amount per child 
produced by a penny rate. ‘The amount 
produced by a penny rate is to be the 
rough test of the wealth of the district ; 
but if we confined ourselves strictly to 
that test, it would not show any 
relation between the wealth of a 
district and the work that district 
has to do for elementary education. 
We must therefore bring in the number 
of children in average attendance, and 
our view of the test of capacity is the 
amount produced per child by a penny 
rate. 


Mr. 
area ? 


DILLON (Mayo, E.): In what 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In the area of 
the education authority. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Glouc ester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): The existing 
education authority ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, no; these 
grants will be made to the new educa- 
tion authorities. If I have put the thing 
too briefly, I am quite ready to expand 
it. These grants will be made to the 
new education authorities; and the test 
of their financial capacity is properly 
measured by the amount produced by a 
penny rate in proportion to the number 
of children in average attendance. To 
work that out into a practical system, 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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we have to find a basis on which to take 
a line. So far as we are aware, there is 
no district in the country so rich that a 
penny rate produces more than 10s. per 
child. That is our starting point. If 
there be such a district, it will receive 
4s. per child and nothing clse; that is 
simply the grant per head according to 


the number of children in average 
attendance. But directly a penny rate 


produces less than 10s. per child, that 
district immediately begins to gain some- 
thing from this part of the grant. And 
as the penny rate produces less and less, 
the district will receive more and more 
from the money at our disposal outside 
the fixed contribution of 4s. per head. 
If, for example, there was a place in 
which the penny rate produced only 1s. 
per head, that place would not only re- 
ceive 4s. but would receive in addition 
4s. Gd. ; the grant would be more than 
doubled, and the poverty of the district 
would be assisted out of the Exchequer. 
Ido not know whether I have made 
that quite clear; I hope | have. This 
was really one reason why I was anxious 
that the House should allow me to make 
this brief statement. I have to admit 
that the formula in which this system is 
em bodied, is, as all formule must be, of a 
rather forbidding and, at first sight, of 
an obscure character. But if anyone 
will take the trouble to read through 
Section 97 of the Act of 1870 and see 
what our predecessors have done in this 
matter, I think he will not complain of 
the words in which we have embodied 
our scheme. ‘The words are— 

“One penny per scholar will be given out of 
the Exchequer for every twopence by which 
the product of a penny rate falls short of 
10s.”" 


If I had read that to the House without 
any explanation, I am perfectly certain 
that no human being could have under- 
stood it ; but after the brief explanation 
I have given there can be no doubt as 
to the general principle we have en- 
deavoured to embody, or as to the 
grounds on which that principle has 
been established. The leading points 
the House has to remember are these— 
that the original grants will not only be 
doubled, but more than doubled ; that out 
of these grants we give 4s. per head all 
round ; and that we give this extra grant 
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in proportion to the poverty of the, 


districts, which in extreme cases will be 
considerably more than double the 
original grant of 4s. 


*Ssir_ W. HART DYKE (Kent, 
Dartford): Can my right hon. friend 
give the total amount of the 4s. grant, 
and the total amount of the balance 
remaining 4 a 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I ought to 
have anticipated that question; but 
the sum is easily done if anyone has 
by him the number of children in 
average attendance. These children all 
get 4s., and the total amount to be dis- 
tributed is about £1,760,000. If we 
subtract from that 43. per child, the 
remainder will be the amount distributed 
in accordance with the relative poverty 
of each district. 


Mr. ERNEST £GRAY (West Ham, 
N.): Is the rate for maintenance, or for 
maintenance and buildings as well? The 
buildings fall on the parish; the muin- 
tenance falls on the new authority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hon. friend 
will see that it has nothing to do with 
one or the other. It is the amount 
which the penny rate will produce per 
child. That is the test, and the amount 
is distributed quite irrespective of the 
manner in which it is to be spent after 
it is allocated. I have only two other 
observations to make. We think that in 
no case ought the Exchequer to pay 
more than three-fourths of the total 
expended on education in any district ; 
and we think there ought to be a pro- 
vision that the counties should give aid, 
out of this large sum to be placed at 
their disposal, to those districts in its 
area which happen to be specially bur- 
dened. As to the details of those two 
points, Amendments wi!l appear on the 
Paper explaining exactly what our pro- 
posal is, 


Mr. DILLON: Is it to be voluntary 
or compulsory ? ‘ jt sine 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Voluntary, | 
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Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
What is to happen in London ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This financial 
arrangement will only apply to those 
parts of the country to which the Bill 
applies. If the Bill is not accepted by 
any part of the country, that part will 
remain untouched. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): May Lask, 
in the first place, are we right in assume 
ing that all this money is to go to ele- 
mentary education, and no part of it is 
to go to secondary education ; secondly, 
is there a limit of the grant to be pay- 
able to the local authorities—is there a 
maximum fixed of the sum per child 
which may be paid; and thirdly, are we 
right in assuming that a grant corres- 
ponding to this grant will be made to 
Ireland and Scotland # 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This grant 
solely contemplates elementary educa- 
tion; but as it is given, of course, to the 
authorities which will deal with second- 
ary education, it will be pro fvnfo an 
addition to their resources. There is no 
maximum limit, except that as we are 
leaving the management of education to 
the local authorities, we think they 
ought to bear one-fourth of the total 
cost of education in their districts, 
As regards Ireland and Scotland, that 
is rather outside the limits of this dis- 
cussion, but of course we shall do justice 
to the other portions of the United 
Kingdom. 


*Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- 
dale): May I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man are we to take it in the future 
from the explanation given that three- 
fourths of the cost of elementary educa- 
tion will be paid out of the National 
Exchequer, and only one-fourth out of 
other sources ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, it is 
a limiting proposition. What | said was, 
not that the Exchequer would pay 
three-fourths, but that it would not 
pay more than three-fourths. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Willthe right hon. 


within limits, but compulsory to a cer-| Gentleman lay this statement in print 


tain point. 


on the Table ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, I can} 
lay the actual Amendment on the Table | 
tonight. I am afraid my statement 
cannot be laid on the Table, because it | 
was more in the nature of a speech than 
anything else, but I can read the Amend- 
ment now. It is very short— 

(1.) In lieu of the grants under the Voluntary 


Schools Act, 1897, and under section ninetv- | 


seven of the Elementary Education Act, 1870, 
as amended by the Elementary Education Act, 
1897, there shall be annually paid to every local 
education authority out of moneys provided by 
Parliament— 

(a) a sum equal to four shillings per 

scholar ; and 
(b) an additional sum of one penny per 
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scholar for every twopence by which | 


the product of a penny rate on the 
area of the authority falls short of ten 
shillings a scholar. 

But the total amount paid to any local educa- 
tion authority on account of all the parlia- 
mentary grants in respect of elementary educa- 
tion, including the grant under this section, 
shall not in any year exceed three-fourths of 
the total expenses of the authority under Part 
III. of this Act, and the amount payable under 
this section to a local education authority shall, 
where necessary, be reduced accordingly. 

(2) For the purposes of this section the 

number of scholars shall be taken to be the 
number of scholars in average attendance, as 
computed by the Board of Education, in public 
elementary schools maintained by the 
authority. “Then there will be an Amend- 
ment to Clause 13, page 5, line 36, after 
“charge ” insert ‘‘ such portion as they think 
fit, not being less than one-half or more than 
three-fourths of.” 
That is what the right hon. Gentleman 
asked me about, and other consequential 
Amendments in the same terms. I think 
[ have now made it very clear and | 
hope the House will forgive me for hav- 
ing dealt with it in this form. I am sure 
it never would have been fully under- 
stood if I had not done so. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
May I ask whether the change in the 
finance of the Bill has caused the Govern- 
ment to consider whether it will modify 
the permissive application of the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think we 
ought to defer that question until the 
proper time comes to discuss it. 


" *CoLoNEL LONG (Worcestershire, 
Evesham): Will the subscriptions of 
subscribers to voluntary schools for 
increasing and maintaining inthe future 
school buildings be recognised and _ in- 
cluded in the one-fourth which the 
localities have to find ? 


Bill. 1408 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, it only 


refers tothe amount which is to be derived. 


from the rates. I am not sure whether 
my hon. and gallant friend when he re- 


considers the question will consider it to. 


be relevant. I hardly think it is at 


_ present. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): May I ask whether, as 
these financial arrangements are in 
the nature of new clauses, it is not the 


case that the House will not be able to. 


discuss them until all the rest of the 
Bill has been disposed of ? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I am afraid, as 
Ihave had to point out to the right 
hon. Gentleman before, it is impossible 
to discuss the whole of the clauses 


of the Bill at once; they must 
be taken in order. There is no other 
expedient. At all events, I coniess 


there is no other very convenient ex- 
pedient which suggested itself to my 
mind for bringing these clauses under 
discussion. That was neither the fault 
of the Government nor the drauglits- 
man nor anybody else. It would not 
have been possible to have done this at 
all but for the aid of a happy circum- 
stance arising outside the discussioi of 
the Bill, which enabled more provision 
to be made for elementary education 
than could possibly have been foreseen 
when the Bill was brought in. 1 do not 
gather that the right hon. Gentleman 
himself could suggest a more convenient 
procedure. 


Mr. DILLON: May I ask whether it 
will not be necessary to have a Resolu- 
tion brought forward with regard to 
this matter ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Clearly. 

Mr. DILLON: And will not that 
be the suitable opportunity for a general 
discussion ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think there 
is a tendency to abuse a Resolution, |ut 


that there must be a full opportunity 
given to the House to diseuss it is quite 


i evident. 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, \\ .): 
May I ask whether the amount of 


, £860,000 represents the amount payable 
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to the whole of England and Wales, and | My right hon. friend at once pointed out 
whether the total amount of £1,760,000 | one little fact which affects this alteration. 
represents the amount which in future | There is the Scotch and the Irish tax- 
will be available for the whole of the| payer, who are as much concerned as: 
country, including London? the English taxpayer; therefore this. 
presages that before the end of the year, 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am glad the|[ suppose, there may be some new 
hon. Member has asked that question, as | Education Bill which may effect funda- 
it is possible there might be a miscon-| mental changes in a system which, so: 
ception following on the answer I gave/ far as I am aware, works very well as 
the hon. Member opposite on the sub-/| it is in Scotland. It may also presage 
ject of London. The figures I have| the same thing in Ireland. And we 
given apply to the whole of England | have always to bear this in mind, that 
and Wales, but the mode of distribution | every change in the taxes involves a 
is not applicable to any part of the| heavier burden proportionately on the 
country where the scheme is not | poorer classes, on the lowest and most 
operative. suffering classes. There are these con- 
siderations to be taken into account, 
are and then we have the further point, 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | Within the Bill itself, of the great differ- 


BILL. ence in the way in which elementary 

Considered in Committee. and secondary education are treated. 
There are a great many of us who are 

(In the Committee.) of opinion that if this large sum of 











money is to be given for education out 
Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, | of the taxes, a great deal of it ought 
Penrith) in the Chair. |to go to secondary rather than to 
/elementary education. We are now on 

(3.40.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER. | Clause 2, the clause dealing with second- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs): I do not think | ary education—dealing with the _per- 
it will bea matter of surprise to the House | ™lssive powers given to the educational 
at large, or to the right hon. Gentle-| authority with regard to secondary and 
man himself, if I rise to move that you higher education—and I think we ought 
do report progress, and to ask leave | to have an opportunity of considering 
to sit again. The changes which the | how far the very Clause we are now 
right hon. Gentleman proposes con- | 0D, as well as other parts of the Bill, 
stitute in their most important aspects | #Te affected by the changes the right 
a new Bill. We are not aware of any| hon. Gentleman has instituted. I am 
inside or outside circumstances, either | aware that it would not be in order 
internal in the Bill itself, or external|0w to discuss the merits of these 
to it, which has occasioned this change | changes, but I think I have said enough 
of policy. The right hon. Gentleman | to show that we are not unreasonable 
said there were certain financial circum-| i" asking you to report progress, with 
stances which were favourable. I sup- | leave to sit again, in order that we may 
pose that may be taken to have reference | have an opportunity of reconsidering 
to the corn tax. But, at all events, | the question. I am not without the 
we have got this fact, that the | hope that the right hon. Gentleman 
Government, having had seven years | himself— I have stated at the beginning 
to elaborate a great national scheme of | of my remarks that he would not be 
education, with great deliberation, and, surprised at my action—I am not with- 
no doubt, after ample consideration, | 0Ut the hope that the right hon. Gentle- 
have brought forward a Bill based on | ™an has anticipated a Motion of this 
the one principle cf a universal rate for kind, because I observed, although he 
elementary education. Now, at this excluded the Licensing Bill from the 
early stage of the proceedings, they have Paper of the night, in an answer to a 
changed their ground, and they are im- Question he said he did not know what 
posing a great portion of the expenditure accidents might not occur to interrupt 
as a charge upon the general taxpayer. | the ordinary course of business. I am. 
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sorry to be the creator of accidents, but 
I think there is reason for asking you 
to report progress and to ask leave to 
sit again. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Chairman do report progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again. ’—(Sir Heury 
Compbell-Bannernun.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right 
hon. Gentleman did more than justice 
to my powers of anticipation when he 
suggested that I looked forward to the 
Motion, the dilatory Motion, which he 
has just moved. I confess I am utterly 
unable to understand, after listening 
attentively to the right hon. Gentle- 
man, what the grounds for this Motion 
are. We are now on Clause 2 of the 
sill. Clause 2 deals with secondary 
education; the change I announced, 
whether it is good or bad as a 
matter of policy, deals with primary 
education, The only relation it can 
have to secondary education is this, 
that if you increase the resources of 
the education authority, it is possible 
for the authority to conduct both 
secondary and primary education on 
easier terms, and pro tanto lighten the 
burden of that authority and in- 
crease its readiness to deal with the 
problem of secondary education. Is 


that a reason to be alleged for not 
going on with the clause dealing 
with secondary education? Because 


under that clause secondary education 
is rendered less onerous to the counties, 
is that a reason for not discussing it ? 
In no other way is it related to it, and in 
no other way does it touch secondary 
education, and I am utterly at a loss to 
understand why the right hon. Gentle- 
man is unable to discuss a clause relating 
to secondary education, because he has 
not had time to discuss a primary 
education proposal. I think it is much 
to be regretted the right hon. Gentleman 
has taken this course. I gather that 
the right hon. Gentleman and _ the 
Party for whom he is responsible do not 
desire to see further aid given from the 
Exchequer to primary education, and 
that if further aid is to be given out of 
the Exchequer it should be given to 
secondary and not primary education. | 
Sir H. Camplell-Bannerman, 
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am sorry the right hon. Gentleman 
takes that view. I am convinced it is 
not the view taken by the country 
generally, and it is certainly not the view 
taken by many distinguished Gentlemen 
on his own side of the House, who, in a 
deputation which waited upon me the 
other day, begged that we should do 
something out of the Exchequer in aid 
of primary education. Under these 
circumstances I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will not press his Motion any 
further, but that we shall be allowed 
to proceed amicably and peaceably with 
the discussion of the policy with regard 
to secondary education which Clause 2 
involves. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do not 
think anybody will object to proceeding 
with the discussion amicably and peacably 
either today or onany other day, but I 
think the right hon. Gentleman has 
entirely misapprehended what my right 
hon. friend said. Hedid not say that he 
objected to assistance being given out of 
the Exchequer to elementary education. 
I do not know why this particular sum 
of nearly £1,000,000 was stated, unless 
it be that it corresponds very nearly with 
the amount of the voluntary subscrip- 
tions. [‘ No.”] £800,000, L think, is the 
amount ofthe voluntarysubscriptions, and 
the charge on the Exchequer isas nearly 
ag possible the same amount. If that 
sum is to be given from the Exchequer, 
what my right hon. friend said was that 
he thought it ought to be considered, in 
relation to Clause 2, whether a portion, 
at least, ought not to be given to 
secondary education. That is the pro 
position he stated, and it clearly does 
relate to Clause 2. It seems to me to bean 
extraordinary thing, if the Government 
by accident is able to spare this large 
sum, that secondary education should 
not share in the benefit as well as primary. 


That is really the proposition stated by | 


my right hon. friend, and not that which 
the right hon. Gentleman seems to have 
understood. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) asked whose fault it was that 
the present Motion—described by the 
Leader of the House as a dilatory Motion 
had had to be made? The Bill had 
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now been under discussion for a con- 
siderable time, and over and over again | 
the right hon. Gentleman had been pressed 
to state what his financial proposals were. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR pointed out that 
for the last two weeks the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had been engaged in the 
heavy work connected with the Budget, 
and that it had been impossible to make 
the statement earlier. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he was not 
blaming the right hon. Gentleman ; he was 
simply trying, in a humble way, to justify 
the Motion before the Committee. The 
right hon. Gentleman had been enabled 
to make his proposal by circumstances 
which were beyond his control, but that 
was no reason why the Committee should 
not have an opportunity to consider the 
sill with the alterations now proposed. 
The truth of the matter was that these 
proposals made it an entirely different 
Bill. Certain schools would be supported 
practically entirely out of the Exchequer. 
“No.” | At any rate, the right hon. 
Gentleman had stated that three-fourths 
of the total expense of education—not 
merely the maintenance—might in some 
come out of the Exchequer. 
That was a proposal which, on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, did not have the 
assent of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire had asked why this particular 
sum had been fixed upon. The Committee 
were entitled to have placed on the Table 
the estimate of the Government, showing, 
in regard to each local education authority, 
how the money would be divided. The 
Motion of his right hon. friend was 
thoroughly justified, and the Leader of 
the House would be well-advised to assent 
to it, because, otherwise, in the discussion, 
not only of Clause 2, but of all the re- 
maining portions of the Bill, he would 
be hampered by questions, which could 


schools 








ot at present be answered, upon points 
wiich would perhaps be cleared up if an 


| Opportunity were given to Members to 


consider the figures concerned and to 
form their own judgments on the matter. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) thought 
it was very unfortunate that they should 
lave a complete change in the Bill at the 
present time. The question of secondary | 
education formed a very important part 
of the Bill, and it was seriously affected ' 
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by the large additional grant now to be 
made. The proposal raised an entirely 
new point, and it was not unreasonable 
that a little time should be allowed for 
its consideration. The change affected 
the ramifications of the entire subject, 
and could not be considered as touching 
only elementary education. It raised 
the question of whether they were to do 
more and more out of public funds for 
secondary education, to the relief of 
people who could afford to pay for it 
themselves. In the present spirit of the 
House he did not think much progress 
would be made by forcing on the dis- 
cussion ; much better results would follow 
if the further consideration of the subject 
were postponed for a day and the Licens- 
ing Bill proceeded with. 


Mr. BRYCE: The right hon. Gentle- 
man does not seem to apprehend the 


ground on which we think this pro- 
posal is relevant to Clause 2. In the 


first place, there are many of us who 
think that the National Treasury ought 
to do something for secondary edu- 
cation, Our view is confirmed by the 
fact that the Government proposes to 
give this large additional grant to elemen- 
tary education. We desire to see a part 
of that grant applied to secondary educa- 
tion, and to put down Amendments to 
that effect. We cannot put down those 
Amendments until we see the right hon. 
Gentleman's proposal on the Paper, and, 
therefore, the right hon. Gentleman ought 
to give us a day during which Amend- 
ments could be handed in, raising that 
very material question. 

It is not 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


relevant to Clause 2. 


Mr. BRYCE: Oh, yes. If this new 
grant is to be made we should like to 
put down an Amendment giving power 
to the local authority to apply a part of 
it to secondary education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is a new 
clause. 
Mr. BRYCE: It would be relevant 


to this clause, because the question is as 
to what the rating powers are to be. 
The right hon. Gentleman can hardly 
remember what this Clause is. The 
clause gives power to the local authorities 
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to impose a rate not exceeding 2d. | 
There are some Members, such as the. 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleaford, who desire that limit to be 
reduced to ld., while, on the other hand, 
there are others who wish the limit to! 
be raised to 3d. or 4d., or even removed 
altogether. Surely nothing can be more 
relevant to the question of what the 
rating power of the authorities. shall 
be than the consideration of whether 
they are to be able to apply any part of 
this proposed new grant to secondary 
education, or whether words should be 
inserted in the clause providing that aid 
from the Exchequer should be given to 
secondary education. These are both 
questions which necessarily arise upon 
this clause, upon which we desire to 
put down Amendments, and which 
cannot be properly discussed or adequately | 
understood unless we see not only the 
Government proposal on the Paper, but 
also how it will work out with regard to 
various localities. This is a most 
complex question, and it is exceedingly 
difficult at the first blush to see what 
will be the result of the plan over the 
various areas. Therefore, | submit that 
we have a very strong case for request- 
ing such a postponement as will enable 
the matter to be fully considered and 
proper Amendments to be placed on the 
Paper. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
confessed that he was one of those who 
would be glad of an opportunity of 
seeing upon the Paper the proposals 
which had been made. because, owing to 
conversations around him or defective 
hearing. he had not beenable to follow as 
clearly as he could wish the statement 
of his right hon. friend. One of his 
principal objects in taking part in the 
discussion would be, as it had been, to 
prevent the imposition of fresh burdens 
upon the rates, especially in particular 
districts. He agreed with the previous 
speaker that in the clause they were now 
being called upon to discuss there was 
the possibility of very large additions to 
the rates, and it was true that, with the 
purpose of raising the whole question, 
he had placed Amendments on the Paper, 
the objects of which he would be pre- 
pared to explain at the proper time. 
He might still desire to move the 


Mr. Bryee. 
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Amendment to which reference had been 
made, but he could not settle that point 
until he knew precisely what were the 
proposals of the Government and how 


‘the clause would be affected by them. 


As far as he was able to follow the 
statement of his right hon. friend, he 
believed a great change had been made 
in the Bill—a change in a direction of 
which he entirely approved, so far as it 
went, himself, but the Committee were 
entitled to an opportunity of seeing the 
proposals in print and fully considering 
them. 


(4.0.) Mr. DILLON said the First Lord 
of the Treasury, with his large ex- 
perience of the House, could not fail to 
have anticipated this Motion. Was 
there ever a case in which a great 
radical change was announced, involving 
the introduction of a totally new 
principle—— 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What is the 
new principle ? 


Mr. DILLON said the uew principle 
was the subvertion from the Imperial 
Exchequer, The result of the course 
which the right hon. Gentleman had taken 
for making this announcement would be 
that he would have two discussions 
instead of one. It appeared to him to 
be as clear as daylight that these new 
proposals were pertinent to the question 
whether Clause 2 should be postponed or 
not. The whole question would be 
discussed on Clause 2 of the Bill as to 
whether there should be asubvention to 
secondary education trom the Exchequer, 
and how on earth could that be discussed 
without this large grant to primary 
education? He would conclude by 


emphasising what had fallen from the | 


right hon. Gentleman the Member tor 
South Aberdeen that the claims of Ire- 
land and Scotland for an equivalent 
grant must be fairly considered. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said he 
hoped the Government would stand 
firm on this matter. What the country 
was looking for was that the House 
shculd get on with its business. 


*Mr. MATHERsaid hon. Members on the 
Opposition side thought it would increase 
the progress of the Bill if the right hon. 
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Gentleman would give them an oppor- 
tunity of discussing amongst themselves 
the effect of the proposition which he 
had made to-day. Secondary education 
could hardly be dissociated from primary 
education, and as many of the Amend- 


secondary education, it was important 


which this large grant from 


and secondary education. 


*Sirn W. HART DYKE said _ that 


right hon. friend the Member for South 
Aberdeen said it might be possible at a 


elementary education, but in his opinion 
it was absurd to argue, from that fact, 
that they should consent to postpone 


discussion upon the Bill. The proposal 
of the First Lord of the Treasury 
abolished the former grants, but as 


new principle involved. 


*Sir JOSEPH PEASE 
jarnard Castle) said he did not think the 
First Lord of the Treasury could carry 
his recollection back to the time when a 
change like the present one was an- 
nounced to the House, affecting the 
whole position of the measure, without 
progress being reported, in order to 
obtain time for the consideration of the 
proposed alteration. Every constituency 


see how this change would affect them 
and their revenue. The number of 
letters he had received on the general 
merits of the Bill was nothing like the 
number he had received recently as to 
how constituencies were to be rated, and 
what for. There was an enormous de- 
sire in the North of England for further 
technical education, and many County 
Councils were now using the whole of the 
whisky money for that purpose. Adverse 
decisions in courts of law had, however, 
very much affected technical and evening 
education. Now a great change of front 
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ments on Clause 2 had to deal with the | 
financial system which was to support | 


that they should discuss those Amend- , 
ments in the full light of the effect: 
the | 
Exchequer would have upon primary | 


neither of the proposals which had been | 
announced by the First Lord of the, 
Treasury was a new one at all. His) 


later stage for a proposal to be made to | 
tuke a large slice of this money and | 


regarded the new grants there was no, 


(Durham, | 


desired to have the Papers in front | 
of them, in order that they might | 
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| had been announced, and no time was to be 
_ allowed in order to ascertain the views of 
| the constituencies. In this matter he 
| thought the usual course ought to be 
followed, and hon. Members ought to be 
given the opportunity of taking a quiet 
look at these proposals. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR urged the Com- 
mittee to come to a decision upon this 
matter. He did not think that hon. 
Members opposite were treating the 
Government quite fairly. If he was 
always to be met by the argument that 
| he was proposing something which would 
make a vital change in the Bill, and 
that they must be allowed to go home 
and contemplate it in the quietude of 
their own chamber, they would never 
make any progress, and it was not a 
very convenient way of dealing with the 
business. He asked the Committee to 
allow them to proceed at once with the 
| Bill. 


apply it to secondary instead of to purely | 


| *Sm JOSEPH PEASE said that a 
a good many people in the country 
desired to consider the information which 
had just been given to them across the 
| Table of the House. It was the easiest, 
_ quickest, and the best method to adopt, 
when a great change or a little change 
was announced, to report progress. 


(4.15.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
| Regis) said the proposal which had 
been made introduced into the Bill 
'an element which did in some measure, 
or at all events might, modify Clause 2. 
|He agreed with those hon. Gentlemen 
| who desired fuller information with re- 
gard to the absolute effect of the new 
proposals. He thought it might affect 
'the discussion on Clause 2. In that 
clause there was a proposal that 
there should be a rate of 2d., but 
after this addition of £900,000, a 
Member might see a reason for limit- 
ing the rate to ld. He pointed out 
that it would be absolutely necessary 
to have a full discussion of the new 
proposal to grant £900,000, in all its 
effects and working, and that discussion 
should be taken in the form of a Money 
Committee. There must be a Money 
Committee for granting that amount, 
or no new grant could be taken. He 
submitted that that would be the proper 


oceasion for discussing the change made 
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by the new proposals of the Government. 
He could not agree that it made the 
Bill a new Bill. It certainly proposed 
to import a new contribution from the 
Exchequer for education, and so far as 
it went, it was a relief of the rating part 
of the Bill rather than a further burden ; 
but the discussion of that should take 
place when Members had on the Paper 
before them the absolute proposals of the 
Government which had been stated 
verbally this afternoon. What they 
were now discussing would be more 
appropriately discussed when the Com- 
mittee came to consider the Motion of 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Thanet had given notice, 
namely, that Clause 2 be postponed. He 
suggested to the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion the propriety of withdrawing. his 
Motion. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he was glad 
personally that the Government had 
decided to throw a larger proportion of 
the cost on the Imperial Exchequer. He 
thought the Government had been rather 
badly treated by one or two of their own 
friends. When it was proposed to throw 
the custon the rates, the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Sleatord was seized 
withasuddenattack of agricultural depres- 
sion, but now that it was proposed to give 
a larger Imperial grant, he did not seem 
to be satisfied with that. He wished to 
press upon the First Lord the question 
he put to him just now, and which, he 


thought, was very germane to the 
discussion on Clause 2. That elause 
provided that the local authorities 
should have some duties regarding 
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option to deal with elementary educa- 
tion. He submitted with all respect that 
that was a question which he might be 
allowed to urge at this juncture. 


*Mr. M‘KENNA asked whether, 
before the First Lord. of the Treasury 
introduced his financial proposals by 
resolution in Committee, any Amend- 
ment could be moved by an unofficial 
Member on Clause 2, to allocate part of 
the new Exchequer Grant to the pur- 
pose of secondary education; and, 
secondly, whether if the First Lord had 
introduced his proposals in Committee, 
any unofficial Member could _ then 
move an Amendment, changing the 
purpose of the Exchequer Grant from 
primary to secondary education. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The reply to the 
first question is in the negative, and 
to the second question in the aflirmative. 


*Mr. M‘KENNA: May I point out 
to the First Lord that by the present 
system of proceeding he does not allow 
us to move such Amendments on the 
second clause as we shouid have been 
able to move had he introduced his 
present proposals originally in the Bill! 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said his hon. friend had _ by 
means of these questions elicited answers 
which gave a strong case in favour of 
the Motion to report progress. Suppos- 
ing it were proposed by Amendment to 


place secondary education on the same 


secondary education, and other parts | 


of the Bill provided that they should 
have obligations regarding elementary 


education. The Committee could . not 
get from the Government even now 
whether these elementary education 


functions were compulsory. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : That does not 
arise on the Question now before us. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he wished 
to ask the First Lord whether 
Government had come to any decision 
on the subject. Clause 2 would be 
efficient on not according as the local 


basis as under the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act which provided that there 
was to be an equivalent grant for the 
rate voted by the County Council, ac- 
cording to the answer which had just 
been given by the Chairman it would be 
impossible to change the Bill on those 
lines. That was very seriously to 
handicap the House of Commons in 
settling the question of secondary educa- 
tion. He would point out to the Com- 


mittee that when they got to the Report 


the | 


stage they were limited in discussing 
financial questionsaltogether. Therefore 
although the Bill would be complete 
when they got to the Report stage they 
would not be allowed to move amend- 
ments on purely financial issues, and 


authorities were compelled or left the} they would not be allowed to discuss 


Gibson Boules. 


Mr. 
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what was far the most important point | 
in regard to secondary education. 
Secondary education was very largely 
a matter of finance. Take the case of 
a School Board district where at present 
the rate was ls. in the £1. That dis- 
trict felt that it could give 1s. for educa- 
tion, but, however much the zeal for 
education might be there, they could 
not see their way to give more than ls. 
owing to the poverty of the district 
to other circumstances, or to the strength 
of the economy party. But one result 
of the proposals of the First Lord of the 
Treasury would be to reduce the rate in 
that district from 1s. to 8d. in the £1. 
Therefore in that district it would be a 
very fair thing to ask the local educa- 
tion authority whether they would give 
the balance of 4d. towards secondary 
education. Was that not a_ relevant 
question for consideration when they 
were discussing whether the rate was to 
be 2d. 3d., or 4d. They were really 
discussing the clause when they had in 
their mind that the argument would 
be affected by something which was 
not in the Bill, but which they knew 
would be introduced into the Bill. 
He thought the Leader of the House 
ought not to put the House in that 
position. They were discussing this 
question of a grant as if a grant came 
from nowhere. After all somebody paid 
this grant. It was part of the financial 
vice of the Government. When they 
were considering the question of the coal 
tax they were told that the Russians 
would pay ; when they were considering 
the tax on imported corn they were told 
that the Americans would pay ; and now 
on the question of this grant, 

“It droppeth like the gentle 


heaven,’ 


rain from 
but after all the same people who paid 
the grant paid thejrates. It wasof vital 
importance that they should have a dis- 
cussion on the resolution to make the 
grant first of all. He did not think they 
should have strongly controversial ques- 
tions brought before the House this 
week. He should have thought that in 
the interest of concord, amity, and good 
feeling, they should have avoided a con- 
troversy which divided the country so 
actively and which practically amounted 
to a keen religious war. [An Hon. 
Member, ‘‘No.”] But it did. He did 
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not recollect anything which had excited 
the same measure of bitterness and 
acrimony in the country. Was it really 
a tactful thing that a controversy of this 
kind which aroused the bitterest feelings 
should be proceeded with in coronation 
week when they were trying to shake 
hands and to be good friends with each 
other? He asked the First Lord 
whether it would not be better to pro- 
ceed with the Licensing Bill which, he 
thought, would be very relevant to 
coronation week, 


*(4.25.) Mr. CHANNING (Northamp- 
tonshire, E.) said he spoke as one who 
had joined in the Agricultural Depu- 
tation to the First Lord, and welcomed 
to a certain extent the proposals 
of the Government because they were 
very much on the lines of Amend- 
ments which he had placed on the paper 
himself. He thought the discussion on 
the Billshould be adjourned until they 
were.placed in a position to deal with it. 
There was to be an allocation of £900,000 
for elementary education, but no 
announcement had been made that an 
equivalent sum would be allocated to the 
local authorities to help them in regard 
to secondary education. That seemed to 
him to constitute an irresistible reason for 
not going on with the discussion of 


this clause at the present time. He 
suggested to the First Lord of the 


Treasury that the wisest and fairest 
way of dealing with the question of 
assisting secondary education would be 
to introduce a bill of one clause making 
a grant of money which would enable 
them to move Amendments allocating 
a portion to secondary education. ‘The 
other alternative was to announce the 
allocation of a further grant in favour 
of secondary education. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS asked whether 
after the answers which had _ been 
given to his hon. and learned friend 
the Member for North Monmouth- 
shire, the First Lord of the Treasury 
meant to pass Clause 2 through 
Committee without any unofficial 
Member having an _ opportunity of 
proposing Amendments which would 
encourage the counties in the matter 
of secondary education. As he under- 
stood him, the right hon. Gentleman, 
when he made his statement, said that 
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a portion of this money was to be, lution to be moved in Committee of Ways 
«devoted to Secondary Education; but and Means. Much might depend on the Al 


now they were in this position that | terms of the Motion, but they might be Al 
no one except the occupants of the | so strict as to prevent any extension of As 
Treasury bench would be able to move the money from primary to secondary iz 
-any Amendment at all. He would education. But, on the assumption that Ba 
-give an illustration. The right hon. |the proposed financial proposal was to Ba 
Gentleman said he was in favour of | be devoted to education generally, then os 
secondary education. Now, one way | it would be in the power of the Com- Be 
undoubtedly of securing the attention | mittee to allocate the money according J Bo 
of the local education authorities to to its judgment. g Br 
secondary education would be to give | a be 
them a portion of this money. How, Mr M‘KENNA said that a non- J Bu 
. 


were the agricultural counties to be official Member was not debarred from Bu 
-encouraged to spend money at all on; moving an Amendment changing the | a 
secondary education when no portion |allocation of the money voted in the Ca 
-of this money was to be allowed them ?| Resolution, but he could not move an Car 
If the right hon. Gentleman would | Amendment which would raise public Car 


propose or accept a reasonable Amend-| money for another purpose than that | a 
ment which said that a portion of the mentioned in the Resolution. Car 
money should be given to secondary | Cha 
-edueation, the backward agricultural Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT said that _ 
county authorities would be thereby | they all understood that the Resolution Cre 
-encouraged to give something out of | was specially and absolutely confined to © J Cre 
the rates towards secondary education. | Part I[I.—that was, to elementary educa- Cro 
He thought they had a right to ask | tion—that it had nothing whatever to ye 
the right hon. Gentleman whether it do with secondary education, and that Dav 
was in accordance to his view that he} it would be impossible to make any Del: 
should press Clause 2 through Com- allocation to secondary education. 
mittee without their having an, Don 


‘opportunity of moving Amendments. *THz CHAIRMAN said he would like Doo; 
‘That would not be fair to the Com- to ascertain the exact terms of the Dun 


mittee. If progress was reported and Resolution. He understood that the — 
Clause 2 adjourned, the Committee| intention of the First Lord of the Eva 
.could devote the sitting to some other , Treasury was to devote the money to Eva 
useful business. | primary education, but he did not under- ak 
stand from the right hon. Gentleman Fite, 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not } that the terms of the Resolution were Flav; 
think the Government could accept the going to be so strict as to limit it in the Flyn 
Amendment. He would point out that | way he had indicated. Fow! 
the Motion to report progress could | Sar 
only be justified, if it could be justified) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the argu- Gurd 
at all, on the ground that the Committee ment he was endeavouring to set before Hald 
had not had time to consider the finan- the House was quite independent of the _ 
cial proposals of the Government. But terms of the preliminary Resolution. | Harn 
even if these financial proposals of the But suppose they confined it to Part Hayd 


Government had been introduced into | III. it would not have been competent — 
the Bill originally, they would not have | to discuss this question on Clause 2. ies 


come before, but after, Clause 2—that He was totally unable to see how the 


was to say, on Clause 3, and therefore it Committee was in any way prejudiced  ] Aclan 
would not have been competent to! by the course the Government proposed ABE 
. discuss them on Clause 2 at all. | —to refuse to report progress at that | Agne 
itime. He thought they ought now to | Amol 

; 7 j it, | ° - Ps 

Mr. SAMUEL EV ANS said that it | proceed with the business. | Atkin 
Austi 


would ; the Chairman had ruled it so. 
bailey 

*THe CHAIRMAN said he ought to Bain, 
guard himself by saying that he had not} |The Committee divided :—Ayes, 171; Bala’ 


_yet had an opportunity of seeing the Reso- | Noes, 251. (Division List, No. 243.) vO 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 


(4.38.) Question put. 
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*(4.55.) Mr. JAMES LOWTHER 
(Kent, Thanet) said the discussion which 
had taken place had placed the Com- 
mittee in a somewhat different position 
to that which it would have otherwise 
occupied if the right hon. Gentleman 
had not made his statement, and the 
object of the Motion he proposed to 
move was to defer the consideration of 
Clause 2 until an opportunity had been 
afforded to the Committee to gather all 
the financial facts. He approached this 
question from a different standpoint, 
from almost any other member of the 
Committee, because he was one of the 
few surviving members who had taken 
part in the discussions on the Education 
Bill of 1870. He had divided the House 
on that occasion against compulsory 
attendance, and ever since then he had 
always strongly opposed any charge 
being made upon either the rates or the 
National Exchequer for any education 
beyond rudimentary and elementary 
education. Under this Bill they had no 
control over the expenditure, there 
were various authorities more or less 
connected with the administration of 
educational affairs, every one of which 
had power to spend as much money as 
possible, and the Board of Edueation 
itself, so far from controlling the ex- 
penditure, if it interfered at all only 
interfered for the purpose of stimulating 
that expenditure. 


“THe CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman seems to be discussing the 
merits of the Clause and the general 
financial system. He would not be 
entitled to do that. He is only entitled 
to give reasons for postponing the dis- 
cussion of the Clause to a later date. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he only 
drew attention to these matters to show 
that this Clause could not be discussed 
until the Committee had full knowledge 
of the facts with regard to financial 
control. If they passed the Clause as it 
stood the Committee would endorse a 
principle of practically unlimited expen- 
diture. Unless an accompanying pro- 
vision was inserted to control the expen- 
diture, the financial control would be 
largely left in the hands of Committees 
who could not be controlled, and it would 
be like leaving the financial control of 
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the Navy to a Committee presided over 


_by the noble Lord the Member for 


Woolwich, or in Army matters to a 
Committee of Service Members. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The right hon.Mem- 
ber is giving reasons against the Clause 
as a whole—reasons which would be in 
their proper place when I| put the clause 
as a whole. He must confine himself to 
his reasons for the postponement of the 
Clause. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he 
thought they were not in a position to 
deal with this clause until the main 
essential with regard to the control of 
education was laid down. He begged to 
move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 2 be postponed.”’—(JZ/r. 
James Lowther.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR expressed the 
hope that this Amendment would not 
be pressed. ‘There was no provision in 
the Bill for the control of the local 
authorities over the spending of money 
on education, the view of the Govern- 
ment being that the local authorities 
were perfectly competent to manage 
their own affairs in the matter. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER : And spend 


National money ? 


Mr. A. J BALFOUR said there was 
no National money involved, except the 
whisky money. He did not think any- 
thing would be gained from his hon. 
friend’s point of view by the proposal he 
had suggested. 


Sirk EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire,S.)contendedthattheClause ought to 
be postponed on several grounds—tirst, be- 
cause upto nowthe Government had never 
definitely declared whether they intended 
to stand by the provision that the County 
Council should have the option of adopt- 
ing the Bill. This affected both Clause 
18 and Clause 5. Clause 5 was the 
clause under which the counties were to 
have theright of adopting the Bill. The 
Committee was absolutely in the dark 
with regard to this matter, owing to the 
way inwhichthe Government had chopped 
Then there was the 
3E2 
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question as to whether the Local Educa- 

tion Committee would have to report to 

the County Council or not. That was a 

most important question, because if they 

were, the County Council had power to 

upset all their decisions under Clause 2 ; 

and the same might be said with regard ' 
to the Technical Education Committee. 

That brought him to Clause 18, and un- 
til the Government had decided whether 
these were coterminous authorities, the 
House should not determine whether or 
not the secondary education authority 
should have the power proposed in 
Clause 2. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is speaking at large on the Clause; he is 
not giving reasons for postponing it. He 
must give reasons. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY said that 
this Clause ought to be postponed until 
the Committee knew what relief was to 
be given in respect of primary education. 


Mr. BRYCE said another matter 
arising out of Clause 18 made it desirable 
that Clause 2 should not be taken until 


after Clause 18. Clause 18 decided 
what was technical and what was 
elementary education; and until the 


House had decided that, they could not 
say whether the 2d. rate was adequate. 
Every Member had regard more or less 
to the effect the proposals of the right 
hon. Gentleman would have in his par- 
ticular constituency, but he preferred to 
raise the point of whether the 2d. rate 
would or would not depend on what was 
to be done out of it. It was for secondary 
education. If secondary education in- 
cluded a vast amount of matter which 
until the present had been considered 
elementary, then 2d. would not be 
enough, but if not, a 2d. rate might be 
sufficient. It was impossible to judge 
whether a 2d. rate was adequate until 
the House had decided what was ele- 
mentary and what was secondary cduca- 
tion. He thought it was very desirable 
that the Clause should be postponed. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT asked 
the First Lord of the Treasury to tell the 
Committee at what time and in what 
manner it would be possible for them to 
express an opinion that some of this new 


grant from the Exchequer should be 


Sir Edward Strachey. 


{COMMONS} 
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devoted to secondary education. This 
was a material question for discussion. 
Could it be done under Clause 2 ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 
Str WILLIAM HARCOURT asked, 


was he to take it that the answer of the 
right hon. Gentleman meant that at no 
time could it be discussed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That was not 
my answer. I said it could not be dis- 
cussed under Clause 2. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT asked, 
in that case, could the right hon. Gentle- 
man say when it could be discussed, be- 
cause it appeared to him that the House 
had been placed ata great disadvantage 
in this matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite had suggested 
that the House had been placed at a 
disadvantage, but it was inipossible for 
the Government to acquaint the House 
with their financial proposals at an 
earlier stage. If they could have done 
so, hon. Members would have been in no 
better position in regard to moving 
Amendments. The Clause must be pre- 
faced by a Resolution, and until he had 
considered the exact form the Resolution 
would take it was impossible for him to 
say, even if he were an authority on the 
matter, whether or not the question 
the right hon. Gentleman desired to 
raise could be raised. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said it 
was plain that the House should have an 
opportunity of considering what propor- 
tion the contribution from the Exchequer 
to elementary education would bear to 
secondary education. If this new Clause 
had been in the Bill originally, and Part 
III. had been placed before Part II., an 
opportunity might have been given to 
discuss it. ‘The House might have refused 
to have given this money to secondary 
education until Part III. had been dealt 
with. If Part III. had been put before 
Part Il. the House would have had an 
opportunity of considering what effect 
the grant by the Exchequer would have 


had upon elementary and _ secondary 
education. That was a very good 
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ground for postponing the discussion on 
the method of secondary education until 
the House had determined what was 
secondary education. 


(5,20.) Mr. DILLON said that if the 
right hon. Member went to a division 
on this Amendment he would certainly 
support him, because in this matter, in 
his opinion, the Government had put 
the cart before the horse. The fact of 
putting secondary education — before 
primary education had greatly increased 
the difficulty of discussing the Bill. He 
would explain why he thought it had 
greatly strengthened the case for the 
postponement of the second part of the 
Bill until after the consideration of the 
third part. If the statement had no 
special reference to Clause 2, as the 
right hon. Gentleman declared, why was 
it made on the eve of the consideration 
of Clause 2? It was perfectly manifest, 
from the fact that the further progress 
of the Bill was put off until today, so 
that the Cabinet might be in a position 
to announce their decision, that there 
wasa direct connection between Clause 
2 and the statement which had been 
made. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. DILLON asked where, then, was 
the necessity for making the statement 
at the beginning of public business 
instead of putting the proposals on the 
Paper? The Committee would find 
themselves cribbed, cabined, and confined 
in discussing the Amendments already 
m the Paper with regard to Clause 2, 
oy not knowing what were to be the 
policy of the Government and the 
decision of the House with reference to 
Part III. Then there was another aspect 
ft the question, and that was as to 
whether the Bill was to be permissive 
or compulsory in its character. There 
were dozens of Amendments on the 
Paper having for their object the eom- 
pulsion of the local authorities to adopt 
the Bill with regard to Clause 2. Was 
it not manifest that the decision of the 


largely on the policy of the Government 
with regard to Section 5% If the third 
Part of the Bill was to be optional, it 
would be a strong argument against 
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‘making the second part compulsory 


But if Clause 5 was to be got rid of, and 
the Bill made into a real and courageous 
attempt to settle the education question, 
and not a mere scheme to be hung up 
before the local authorities for them to 
adopt or not, the measure ought to be 
compulsory as regarded the second as 
well as the third part. Then among the 
Amendments to Clause 2 was one com- 
mencing, “In any case where the 
School Board remains’—[An Hon. 
Member: That will be out of order.] 
He believed it would not be out of 
order. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: I may set the hon. 
Member's mind at rest on that point. 
The Committee has, by a_ decision 
already come to, practically abolished 
School Boards, and the Amendment 
would not be in order. 


Mr. DILLON submitted that if the 
optional clause was retained the School 
Boards were not abolished, but, on the 
contrary, had an indefinite lease of life. 
The waste of time arising from discussing 
Amendments as to what would or would 
not be done in the case of School Boards 
remaining would be enormous. If the 
discussion of the Bill was to be 
conducted on business lines, the Com- 
mittee should first decide, as they 
had done, to set up the new authority ; 
secondly, whether the measure was to be 
optional or compulsory, thirdly, the 
broad financial provisions; and then 
come to what was now the second part 
of the Bill, which was governed by the 
previous considerations. If the second 
part were now proceeded with, some 
points would inevitably be discussed 
over and over again, and the progress 
of the Bill enormously obstructed. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS was not 
personally interested in whether the 
discussion of the Bill took a long ora 
short time, but he did de-ire that while 
the Committee were discussing the 
measure they should know exactly what 
they were doing. It was impossible 
properly to discuss the Amendments 
unless they knew what the scheme of 
the Government was. Clauses 2 to 4 
dealt with higher education. He had 
been earnestly trying to find out what 








1435 Education 


the intentions of the Government were, 
and the conclusion he had come to was 
that the Government did not want to 
do anything at all with regard to second- 
ary education. That was his opinion, 
but the Committee were entitled to have 
the view of the Government on the 
point. Did the Government intend 
that the whole of the £1,730,000 should 
go to primary education? That was a 
plain question, and upon the answer 
would depend the action that ought to 
be taken with regard to Clause 2. But 
they did not know — 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
repeat his statement. The Clause deal- 
ing with this money would be intro- 
duced in Part III. of the Bill. The grant 
had to do with primary education, but 
its relation, indirect but real, to the 
promotion of secondary education, was 
that the money was to be given t» the 
same authority ; it increased the resources 
of that authority, and, prv tunto, made it 
easier to carry out secondary education. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS confessed that 
he was still not enlightened. If more 
money were given to the same authority, 
it, of course, made it easier for them to 
apply money to secondary education, if 
they thought fit to do so, but what he 
wanted to get at was the proposal of 
the Government themselves on the 
matter. The very first Amendment on 
the Paper was to insert after “‘ authority ”’ 
the words— 

* Shall make adequate provision to the satis- 
faction of the Board of Education for secondary 
and technical education within their area.” 
That Amendment was in the name of a 
supporter of the Government. Did the 
Government propose, in view of the 
larger sum they were placing at the 
disposal of the education authority, to 
place any obligation upon that authority ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
be discussed on the Clause. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is really going beyond reasons for a post- 
ponement; he is entering into a general 
discussion of the scheme foreshadowed 
by the Leader of the House. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS contended that | 
it was in the interest of a proper explana- | 
tion and discussion of the Amendments on | 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 


{COMMONS} 
‘the Paper that the Clause should be 


That should | 
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postponed. He assumed that the Board 
of Education or the Local Government 
Board possessed some sort of Return, 
showing the respective proportions of the 
grant that would go to_ particular 
counties, urban districts, or municipal 
boroughs, and the Committee ought to 
see that return before they discussed 
this Clause. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he wished 
to take note of one observation made 
by the right hon. Gentleman. He 
said that the extra grant was to be given 
to the sameauthority as that which dealt 
with secondary education. That state- 
ment seemed to imply that the right 
hon. Gentleman had made up his mind 
to put an end to the adoptive Clause in 
the Bill. If this was not the case, the 
authority in a very large number of 
eases would not be the same as that 
which now dealt with cther portions 
of education. ‘This question about 
the adoptive Clause was constantly 
coming up. According to the ruling 
of the Chair they had abolished 
School Boards by the decision which 
the Committee had come to upon the 
first Clause, and, therefore, arguments 
to that effect would be out of order 
under that ruling. But if the adoptive 
Clause remained, School Boards would 
remain, and therefore, in that case, the 
ruling of the Chair would probably have 
to he modified. They were all in the 
dark upon this question, and he was not 
disputing what was the exact Amend- 
ment upon which the right hon. 
Gentleman should make his statement. 
He thought, however, that at a very 
early date they should be told what 
the view of the Government was with 
regard to the adoptive Clause in the 


Bill. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swan: 
sea, District) said he wished to point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that 
there was already legislation existing 
in Wales and Monmouthshire in regard 
to secondary education under the Inter 
mediate Education Act of 1899, under 
whichWelsh County Councils hadtheright 
to levy a rate not exceeding one penny 
in the £ in a certain manner in respet! 
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of secondary education. That system was 
now in existence throughout the counties 
of Wales and Monmouthshire. He had 
looked carefully at the provisions of this 
Bill, and he was not at all sure whether 
this right which was to be left under 
Clause 2 of this Bill was to be supple- 
mental to or exclusive of the powers 
given by the Act of 1899. That point 
ought to be cleared up before they con- 
sidered the financial arrangements for 
secondary education over an area which 
was already satisfied with the provision 
made. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : That question can 
only be discussed when the question of 
imposing the rate is reached. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said his 
argument for postponing this Clause was 
that until they knew exactly what was 
the true construction of this Bill they 
ought not to agree to this proposal. 
They did not know exactly how it would 
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work out, and they ought to have a clear 
statement on the part of the Government 
as to their final scheme before they granted 
these great rating powers to the County 
Councils. 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said the amount 
of money to be devoted to seeondary 
education depended upon how much of 
the education was to be called secondary, 
and this question did not come up until 
«a much later stage of the Bill. There 
was the great question yet to be settled 
of what was secondary education, and he 
did not see how this Committee could 
fairly consider the question at all when 
they did not know how much was to be 
called secondary and how much primary 
education. 


(5.38.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 179; 
Noes, 267. (Division List No, 244.) 
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Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 

Bart, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
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it an organised system of higher educa- 
He believed there 


had been for 





onClause 2,substituting “shall” for “may” 
in line 18, the object being to make it 
obligatory ra her than optional for local 
authorities to provide secondary educa- 
tion in their areas. He said the Amend- 
ment raised a very simple issue, but it 
was one which, he ventured to say, the 
Cominittee would consider of importance. 
The question was whether they should 


make any attempt under this Bill to 
have a system of higher education. 


Hitherto for ten or twelve years 
there had been a syste of local option 
on the part of authorities who had power 
to spend money on higher instruction, 
but there was no obligation to spend 
penny. It was a_ sporadic 
unorganised system which was 
factory in some portions of the country 
and eminently unsatisfactory in others. 
The question was whether they should 
continue to have that unorganised, 
happy-go-lucky system, or substitute for 


a single 


sitis- 





several years past a change demanded 
in the direction indicated py the Report 
of the Roval Commission of 1894. One 
of the first and most important of their 
recommendations, made unanimously, 
was that in their opinion the duty of 
that an adequate supply ot 
secondary instruction was provided ought 
to be imposed by statute on the local 
education authority. He believed that 
recommendation had been accepted 
pretty well unanimously by the various 
hodies and individuals interested in pro- 
moting higher education throughout the 
country. The present Clause in the 
Bill was a purely optional clause. If it 
were passed in its present form the only 
result would be to extend the field of 
higher education under the purview of 
the local education authority from 
technica! instruction to secondary educa- 
tion. Beyond that it would have no 
effect except in so far as it removed 


seeing 
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various restrictions which had _hither- 


to been found in the _ Technical 
Edueation Act. Under this Clause, if 


pissed as it stood, no local education 
authority need spend a single penny on 
higher education, which was so im- 
portant to the country. He supposed 
his Amendment would be met by an 
appeal to the House to trust the local 
authority. His answer to that was that 
the local authorities were creatures of 
the statute and bodies intended to carry 
out statutory duties. They could not 
be expected to carry out or to recognise 
duties which were not imposed on them. 
If Parliament had treated other local 
authorities, such as School Boards or 
County Councils, in the same happy-go- 
lucky system as this clause proposed to 
treat the new local education authorities, 
the state of the country would be verv 
different today from what it was. Who 
would contend that they would have 
had the complete and thoroughly or- 
ganised Sanitary system now existing 
if statutes had been passed, not imposing 
definite duties on the Sanitary Boards, 
but simply saying that they might do 
certain things if they liked? The other 
argument against the Amendment was 
that the Technical Instruction Act was 
a purely permissive Act, vet under it a 
great deal of good work had been done. 
He was bound to say that that work 
had been from the first necessarily 
of an experimental and imperfect char- 
acter. In the original Act there was 
little guidance to the local authorities : 
there were no funds ever actually appro- 
priated to higher education by this 
House. The funds on which they had 
had to rely had been perfectly pre- 
carious, and because of that there 
had been many failures in promoting 
higher education. In many of the 
Counties there were influential ratepayers 
—influential even in this House—who did 
not care to see a single thing done for 
higher education by public action; and 
they would always influence these local 
bodies to devote this money rather to the 
relief of the rates than to promote 
secondary education. That was the real 
danger ahead to those who wished to erect 
a system of higher education. After all 
any system of higher education that was 
worthy of the name must be permanent, 
and ought not to be dependent on the will 
of a local body which was elective. If no 


Mr. Henry Hobhouse. 
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funds were to be devoted to higher 
education in the future, and there was no 
statutory obligation to provide secondary 
education, the defects and drawbacks 
experienced in the past would not only 
remain but would very likely be very 
much increased. Different local authorities 
had taken extraordinarily different views 
of their duties under the Technical 
Instruction Act. Some of them had very 
restricted views, and only aided those 
Institutions which they were obliged to 
aid, such as Technical Schools. Others 
had taken such a wide view that he 
ventured to think that if there had been 
a Mr. Cockerton looking after the County 
Councils as carefully as the School Boards 
had been looked after, some of them 
would have been in a somewhat awkward 
position. Surely this shewed that the 
time had come for Parliament to say what 
the local authorities ought to do, and 
ought not to do, to organise a system out 
of the present chaos. He did not mean 
necessarily a uniform system all over 
the country, but an elastic system which 
would require the local authorities to 
provide a reasonable amount of higher 
instruction, including, at all events, a 
proper system of evening continuation 
schools. He had figures which showed 
the extraordinarily different views which 
different County Councils had taken 
within the last ten years in respect of 
evening continuation schools. He would 
not trouble the Committee by giving all 
of them, but would give three illustrations. 
Take the two counties, of Somerset, his 
ewn county, and Gloucester. He found 
that the average attendance at the 
evening continuation schocls was more than 
tive times higher in the former than in the 
latter. There was the same difference in the 
counties of Cambridge and Hereford. 
In Cambridge the average attendance 
was nearly 1500, and in Hereford only 
300. The county of Devon was just 
three times as populous as the East Rid- 
ing of Yorkshire, but the number of 
children attending the evening continua- 
tion schools was thirty times as numerous 
in the former as in the latter. Could 
any one say that that was a_ prope? 
system of evening continuation schools ! 
Yet this was a vital part of education, 
without which a great deal of our 
elementary education in day schools was 
absolutely wasted. Now that the School 
Boards were to be crippled there was no 
local authority that could deal efficiently 
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with these schools except the education 
authority they were going to set up 
under the Bill ; and that authority ought 
to have some direction, whether the 
evening continuation schools were to be 
carried on or not. If they had not, 
there would be the same ignorance on 
this vital subject as existed at the present 
day. There was one other objection. 
Some people seemed to be afraid that if 
this Amendment were carried the ex- 
penditure on higher education in some 
counties might be excessive. Of course 
he had no answer to those who objected 
to any: money, including the whisky 
money, being expended on the work of 
higher education ; but he could re-assure 
those who believed that the whisky 
money should be spent on higher educa- 
tion that the only other fund that need 
be available for higher instruction was a 
limited rate left to the discretion of rate- 
payers in each district. With that re- 
striction, with that veto in the hands of 
the local authority, and in the hands of 
the ratepayers there need be no fear that 
excessive sums would be spent on higher 
education. There should be a statutory 
minimum standard, which was bound to 
be a low standard, because it must be 
applicable to the country as a whole; 
but surely it was not too much to 
expect that in a rich country like 
England, the whisky money, which 
came out of the coffers of the State, 
and which lad been applied, in most 
cases, to the work of higher educa- 
tion, should be spent on it in the 
future, and that the local authorities 
should be allowed to spend a certain sum 
out of the rates for this purpose. He 
would undertake that his own county 
would comply with any obligation im- 
posed upon them in dealing with the 
very limited funds which they were 
likely to get out of the rates. Almost 
every civilised country in the world was 
doing a great work in improving its 
system of higher education. Other 
nations believed, although apparently 
we did not believe, that their future 
prosperity largely depended upon the 
training and applied knowledge obtained 
in technical schools, and to a large ex- 
tent to secondary schools. He ventured 
to think if no obligation was imposed 
on the local authorities by this Clause, 
and if no funds were appropriated for 
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higher education, we should lose a great 
opportunity. No one who was really 
interested in this work, and believed it 
to be of vital importance to the country, 
would earnestly oppose such an im- 
provement on the higher education. 
He would be the last person to support 
this Amendment if he thought it was 
likely to wreck the Bill. He felt con- 
vinced that the Amendment he now 
proposed would improve and strengthen 
the Bill, and it was in that spirit that 
he appealed to the First Lord of the 
Treasury to accept it. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 18, to leave out the word 
‘may,’ and insert the word ‘shall.’”—(J/,. 
Henry Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 
‘may’ stand part of the Clause.’ 


(6.10.) Mr. BRYCE said he rose at once 
to make an appeal to the First Lord of the 
Treasury not to make up his mind on 
this subject until he had heard the 
different views that would be expressed 
upon it. This was eminently a matter 
on which there was no Party division. 
No one who valued this Bill, or who was 
anxious to see it passed, could think for 
one moment that the fortunes of the 
Bill would be endangered by acceptance 
of the Amendment, which had been put 
before the Committee by his hon. friend 
with a force and knowledge which tew 
people inside or outside the House could 
equal, because he had had long experience 
of ecunty Government, and had presided 
over the Technical Instruction Committee 
in his own county. His hon. friend 
opposite had referred to the unanimity of 
the RoyalCommission of 1894 onSecondary 
Education, but there was a far more im- 
portant fact than the unanimity of the 
Commission itself, viz., theunanimity with 
which their recommendations had been 
received by the country. He could not 
think that there was anyone possessing 
the slightest educational authority who 
did not concur in the view, that the duty 
of providing secondary education ought 
to be imposed on the local authorities. 
He had no doubt that many local 
authorities would do it, but it was just 
the authorities which were least willing 
to do it which would need to be 
required to do it. As his hon. friend 
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had said, in a matter of this kind the 
local authorities were entitled to have 
the direction and will of Parliament | 
focussed and placed before them. If 
Parliament thought fit to do nothing 
more than give the local authorities | 
mere power, those author.ties who were 
most backward and least alive to the} 
needs of the case, and who were more 
anxious t) save the rates than to do gaod 
to the people of this country, would find 
an excuse for their indolence or indiffer- | 


ence in the fact that Parliament had | 
made their exercise of the power | 


optional. He wanted to apply that | 
especially to the case of the rural districts. | 
Of course in the large centres of popula- 
tion, and in the mining and manufac- 
turing counties and the great boroughs, | 
there was not much doubt that some 
secondary education would be provided, | 
but in the agricultural counties, where | 
no part of:education was so deficient as 
secondary education, the least would be | 
done for it. In the purely agricultural | 
counties the education offered to farmers’ 
children and the most backward 
children of the labourers was little better 
than it was forty years ago. Private 
and proprietary secondary schools had 
to a great extent improved in recent 
years, but the places where they had | 
improved had been populous places. In 
the purely rural districts it would be | 
found that secondary education was 
now very little better than it was 
twenty, thirty or forty yearsago. A great 
deal of what was said in 1868 would be | 
true of the rural districts today, and | 
the failure of this Bill to give the 
children of the rural districts the chance 
of rising would be felt to be a strong case 
for making it compulsory on rural 
authorities to provide for this education. 
Of course a great deal had been done for 
technical education in the grant of 1890 
out of what was called the whisky | 
money, which was given to technical 
education because Parliament expressed 
the opinion that it might be so used. 


But to impose a rate was quite a 
different thing to taking money to} 
relieve a rate, and there was no} 


reason to believe that the same policy 
which animated local authorities to 
give the money to technical education 
instead of in relief of rates, would make 


| 
| 
Mr. Bryce. | 
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tion. He quite understood the unwilling- 
ness of the right hon. Gentleman to put 
strong pressure on the local authorities, 
and if he thought it necessary to give 
them time and allow them an opportunity 
of fairly representing their special case to 
the Board of Education, there could be no 
objection to a provision of that sort. He 


|reminded the right hon. Gentleman of 


the difficulty of dealing with this matter. 
As the Royal Commission on Secondary 
Education pointed out, it would be far 
better to lead the local authorities than 
to drive them. Was this duty to be 
That 
was a question he hoped the Govern- 
ment would consider. Experience had 
brought out nothing more clearly than 
the great importance of laying a founda- 
tion of general secondary education he- 
fore attempting to build up technical 
education. All authorities were agreed 
that technical education had no effect 
unless those to whom it was im 
parted had a foundation — of 
secondary education --unless a generally 
intelligent training were given to the 
pupil who was to receive it. Surely they 
ought not to leave this human and literary 
side of edueation to be provided for only 
out of technical instruction money. ‘They 
ought to provide for it out of the rates, 
and until they made that a definite and 
positive obligation upon the local author- 
ities they would have no security that 
this step would be taken. He would 
support the Amendment, which he re- 
garded as the most important in the 
whole Bill. 


good 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should be the 
first to recognise that both my hon. friend 
and the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
have been animated in their action by 


|nothing else than a sincere desire to 
| promote the cause of secondary education. 
| Indeed, I go further, and range myself on 


their side upon the question of the 
importance of secondary education. — | 
entirely agree with them that the best 
system of primary education in the world, 
unless it be capped by a good system of 
secondary education, is a maimed and 
halting system; and I also agree with 
them that the idea that they could pursue 
a sound system of technical education 
dealing with all those industrial problems 
which are in my hon. friend’s mind, and 
ignore a sound secondary education in 
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the process, is a great education delusion. 
Having expressed my agreement with a 
part of the two speeches to which we 
have just listened, | would beg the Com- 
mittee to consider whether, from the 
point of view of the right hon. Gentleman 
and of my hon. friend themselves, and in 
the interests of secondary education itself, 
we should really gain anything by 
adopting this proposal. Neither of the 
hon. Gentlemen has stated very definitely 
what he desires. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, | think, used the phrase that these 
local authorities had a right to know 
what the real advice of Parliament was. 
3ut it is not the business of this House 
exactly to give advice, but to express its 
will when that will can be enforced and 
can be laid down in perfectly clear and 
definite terms, with an appeal to the 
Courts of law or to the Central Govern- 
ment Department. For Parliament to 
use the word “shall” instead of the 
word ‘*may,” when there is no proper 
machinery for enforcing the word “ shall,” 
seems tome an exceedingly doubtful policy. 
Perhaps my hon. friend will say that 
what he contemplated was a statutory 
minimum, and thatthat statutory minimum 
could be enforced by a mandamus, or 
some other means, upon a recalcitrant 
local authority. That statutory mini- 
mum is, | suppose, to be laid down in 
its details by the Education Department. 
It could not be laid down in any other 
way. It is impossible that there could 
be laid down in a proper form in the 
Bill conditions which local authorities 
would be satisfied with. They must be 
laid down by the Education Depart- 
ment. Should we, however, gain much 
in the cause of education by throwing 
this enormous burden on the Depart- 
ment? I doubt it. The work of the 
Department in the past has been very 
valuable, but the error that we have 


committed is to throw too much of the. 


educational control in various places 
upon it, the inevitable result of which 
is that we have a formal and petrified 
system applied to counties, uniform in 
its character, and not fitting itself in 
with the local needs, and, I am _ not 
ashamed to say, with the local purse. 
‘That is a consideration which is regarded 
as shameful by some ardent educationists 
opposite, but in no country in the 
world, certainly not in Germany, has it 
ever been forgotten or ignored. I think 


{23 Ju 
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the Department ought to be made, 
more than it has been in the past, the 
skilled adviser, the sympathetic critic of 
the local authorities, rather than a 
central authority which is to lay down 
in a cast-iron rule the plan of education 
which it thinks desirable. If we set up 
this statutory minimum we shall have 
the Education Department at logger. 
heads with all these County Councils, 
and they will do not good, but harm. 
I absolutely agree with the principle 
laid down by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, that we should lead these 
authorities rather than drive them, 
though [ am surprised at the method 
by which the right hon. Gentleman 
proposes to carry out his own maxim. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was simply re- 
peating the words of the Secondary 
Education Commission Report, that in 
the last resort there ought to be coim- 
pulsion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then let us 
wait and see what is the result of this 
Bill. I agree with the right hon. Gentle- 
man and with the Commission that 
leading, not driving, is the only course 
which will produce good results; and 
i think we ought to give leading a very 
fair trial indeed, before we take refuge 
in what the right hon. Gentleman 
admits ought to be the last resort—that 
of compelling the adhesion of the local 
authority to a scheme laid down in 
the office at Whitehall. Is there any 


ground for believing that the local 
authorities will refuse to be led? 
Have they shown in the past this 


disinclination to follow the higher paths 
of education ? I am not sure that any of 
them have. It is perfectly true that we 
cannot expect them all to go at the 
same pace—some will lead and some will 
follow—but to accept the idea that any 
county in England, when it sees the move- 
ment of education going forward, will 
isolate itself from that general movement, 
is to refuse to learn the lessons taught us 
every day by considerations of what goes 
on in English public life. The Technical 
Education Committees have not shown 
themselves backward in their own 
| particular sphere. The hon, Gentleman 
| said, and said truly, that technical educa. 
| tion without good secondary education ig 
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likely to be but a barren effort, and that 
money spent upon it would be money 
thrown into the sea. But are Members 
of this House the only people capable of 
making that discovery! Are the County 
Councils and the local bodies, urban and 
rural, so far behind the public opinion 
which they are there to express, that it 
is not possible for them to discover that 
recondite truth ? Ido not think so. My 
own belief is that, though undoubtedly 
there will be laggards in the race, all 
will run and all will ultimately reach 
the goal. The right hon. Gentleman 
said there was a special danger to be 
guarded against, arising out of the fact 
that the Science and Art Department 
has given an unduly scientific tinge to 
our secondary education, to its great 
detriment. I am not going to enter into 
the discussion that is raging in every 
educational community throughout the 
globe as to the exact proportions litera- 
ture and science should bear in the 
secondary education of our youth. The 
problem is very difficult, and I 
do not pretend to have arrived at any 
solution on which I can rest with per- 
fect confidence. But,at all events, wemay 
agree upon this, that a purely scientific 
education, to the exclusion of all the 
other aspects of education—of history, 
of art, and so on—is very one-sided and 
narrow, and ought not to be encouraged 
either by this House or by the Education 
Department. But [ am told by the 
Vice-President of the Council that the 
Science and Art Department are now 
most careful in allocating their grants, 
and in seeing that the schools to which 
they are allocated have a sound curr.- 
culum of general as well as scientific 
education. It is true that the grant is 
a scientific grant, and that it is given in 
respect of the scientific side of education ; 
but so keenly alive are the Education 
Department to the very danger and evil 
of which the right hon. Gentletnan has 
spoken, that they have taken care that 
the money which they give to those 
schools in which science is taught, is 
only given where, in addition to science, 
there is a sound general education 
afforded to the pupils. In these cireum- 
stances I venture to tell the Committee 
that, quite apart from the interests of 
the ratepayer—a person not to be left 
out of account, because if he set himself 
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stolidly tooppose our educational scheme 
we might do what we liked in Whitehall, 
we should not get much further—that, 
putting his interests and perhaps his 
prejudices on one side, in the interests 
of secondary education itself, I do sin- 
cerely believe that we had better lead 
the educational authorities rather than 
endeavour to compel them. The par- 
ticular method of endeavouring to com- 
pel them, which my hon. friend wants 
adopted, is one which I do not think 
would work in practice or could be 
enforced, and which, even if it did work 
or could be enforced, would only have a 
petrifying effect on the whole scheme of 
secondary education we desire to see 
established. 


*(6.37.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.) : The 
right hon. Gentleman has devoted his 
speech to elaborating the somewhat 
paradoxical thesis that the best thing to 
do with secondary education is to leave 
it in the hands of local option. I cannot 
help thinking that the form which this 
Clause has assumed, and the opposition 
which the right hon. Gentleman on 
behalf of the Government is offering to 
the Amendment, is one of the unfortun- 
ate results of linking primary and 
secondary education in the same scheme. 
With the views which the right hon. 
Gentleman entertains —- which he ex- 
pressed on behalf of the Government 
with the immense weight and authority 
of the Report of the Royal Commission 
behind them, it can hardly be doubted 
that. if this had been a Bill dealing with 
secondary education alone, the duty 
would have been imposed in clear terme 
on the local authority. The right hon. 
Gentleman has told us how undesirable 
it is that the Education Department 
should be brought into constant collision, 
and possible friction, with the local 
authorities of the country. Here I can- 
not help remarking on the phenomenon 
which has struck me more than once 
during these debates, that we never hear 
at first hand what the views of the 
Edugation Department are. The Minister 
who is responsible to this House for the 
administration of that Department sits 
by the right hon. Gentleman’s side. He 
listens in silence. We do not know what 
mental operations are going on beneath 
that unruflled surface, but he listens in 
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silence to the depreciatory views which 
the First Lord of the Treasury takes as 
to the possible action of his Department 
in the future, and he has neither a word 
of protest nor a word of active assent. 
The state of his mind is one of those 
political problems which I do not think 
any one Of us has the means to grapple 
with. But [ would point out to the First 
Lord of the Treasury that this very 
problem of imposing the duty on the 
one hand, and providing the sanction 
ior its performance on the other, was 
contronted and settled by the authors 
of the Act of 1870. By that Act the 
very thing was done in regard to elemen- 
tary education which we are here propos- 
ing in relation to secondary education. 
The duty was imposed upon the district 
of providing sufficient school accommoda- 
tion for all elementary scholars; and, if 
that duty is neglected, the authors of the 
Act of 1870 did not hesitate to invoke the 
Education Department, and that Depart- 
ment has not infrequently interfered, and 
has compelled local authorities in default 
to perform their duty without any 
unnecessary friction, and with enormous 
advantage both to the ratepayers and the 
community. Both precedent and reason, 
therefore, I say, point to the imposition 
of this duty in clear and emphatic terms, 
in accordance with the intentions of 
the Legislature, and show that in point 
of practice there is no difticulty in provid- 
ing for its enforcement by means of a 
Government department. I entirely 
agree with the right hon. Gentleman that 
we do not want to stereotype the form of 
secondary education over all the country. 
There ought to be great latitude allowed 
for local enterprise and for local judg- 
ment, which must be influenced not only 
by local requirements, but by the length 
or the shortness of the local purse. What 
we want 1s not a cast-iron system 
established mm every county and every 
borough, but that there should be a 
statutory minimum up to which every 
local authority should be obliged to 
conform, To say it is impossible ac this 
time of day, with this growing and ever 
more urgent gap in our educational 
system, for Parliament to lay down as a 
duty, and for the Education Department 
to enforce that duty, that there should 
be a minimum standard of secondary 
education is a confession of impotence to 


which I hope the Committee will not be 
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driven. As a whole, the local authori- 
ties throughout the country have done 
well under the technical education acts 
with the small resources placed at 
their disposal, but there are cases even 
now where the whisky moneys is not 
applied to education but to the relief of 
rates, and that is an additional argument 
for the view that there shall be a 
minimum standard. Was not my right 
hon. friend the Member for South 
Aberdeen right in saying, and does not the 
right hon. Gentleman sympathise with 
him, that we ought to look forward to a 
form of instruction which is large, com- 
prehensive, and humane, which does not 
merely comprise that which is useful as 
the foundation for technical knowledge, 
or professional pursuits, but which 
enriches the mind and makes the person 
who it the subject of it a better citizen 
and more capable of following a humane 
and refined life? But you have not got, 
for the purpose of providing that kind of 
instruction, even the comparatively slight 
motive that you have in relation to 
technical instruction. | eannot think that 
the right hon. Gentleman regards the reten- 
tion of this word as essential to the integ- 
rity of his Bill; but, on the other hand, it 
would be of enormous moment if the 
House, on a question which is in no 
sense a party question, but in the largest 
sense of the word a national question, 
were at this time, by means of an unmis- 
takeable vote, to declare its opinion 
that the duty of providing higher educa- 
tion is one which can no longer be 
neglected, and ought to be cast on the 
local authorities throughout the length 
and breadth of the country. 


*(6.48.) Str JOHN DORINGTON 
(Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury ), in opposing 
the Amendment, desired to speak on behalf 
of the counties, which had been so strongly 
stigmatised by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite. He did not accept the view 
which had been put forward. So far as 
his own county was concerned, he be- 
lieved they had done quite as good work 
as those counties who had spent the 
whole of the money, and they had more 
closely adhered to the intentions of 
Parliament in originally voting the money. 
A singular error prevailed among all 
parties as to what this money was really 
for. The Secondary Education Commission 
in their Report ignored the manner in 








1455 Education 


which the money originated, and the 
purposes it was intended to fulfil. One 
half of the money was absolutely in- 
tended to go in relief of rates. It was 
voted for that express purpose, and it 
was only in the closing hours of the 
Session, when most people had gone 
away, that Mr. Acland proposed 
that a moiety should be applied to 
technical education. That was accepted, 
but some question arose as to the words 
in which the proposal was set out, and 


after the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire had 


expressed the belief that so much as a 
moiety would probably not be required, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said that 
he supposed they could trust the County 
Councils, and that, instead of disputing 
about the fraction, words should be in- 
serted permitting the Councils to use the 
money for that purpose. That provision 
had been most erroneously interpreted 
as meaning the whole of the money. As 
Chairman of his County Council, on the 
the first occasion of their having to dis- 
tribute the money, he reminded the 
members of the body that one-half of it 
came to them by accident and should be 
appropriated for educational purposes. 
[“Oh, oh.”] At that time, in taking 
that view, he was looked upon as a very 
advanced person, and he was certainly in 
advance of many local bodies, including the 
London County Council, His Council 
devoted to the relief of the ratepayers 
that portion which was unquestionably 
so intended by Parliament, one of his 
arguments being that, whereas the money 
was the property of the ratepayer as a 
whole, there were large parts of the 
county which would not benefit in any 
way from it being applied to technical 
education. In the Budget Speech in 
1890 Mr. Goschen proposed to provide 
certain moneys for the purposes of County 
Finance, viz. £300,000 for the Superan- 
nuation of the Police, £382,000 to enable 
supertluous licences to be bought up, and 
a sum of about £393,000, called “ the resi- 
due” to go in relief of rates, replacing 
the abandoned Wheeland Van Tax. The 
tirst and the last were never objected to, 
but owing to the failure to carry the sum 
for licences it was thrown into the residue 
clause, of which a moiety, as men- 
tioned above, was proposed to be given to 
elucation, and the clause was so phrased 
as to lead to the misconception above men- 
tioned. The hon. Member quoted a 


Sir John Dorington. 
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passage from the speech of Mr. Goschen, 
the then Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
in support of his view with regard to the 
intentions of Parliament, and contended 
that educationists had unduly pounced 
upon the grant, declaring it to be theirs, 
while virtually it was given for the rate- 
payers. He did not think the Govern- 
ment were altogether justified in divert- 
ing from the County Councils money 
which was given them in aid of the rates. 
They should be left to apply it as they 
pleased. From a financial point of view, a 
more wasteful thing could not be done 
than to enact that a definite sum should 
be applied to a specific purpose, whether 
it was required or not. His Council did 
not commence by spending all their 
money; but limited themselves to a 
moiety, which for the first few 
years was not exhausted, though it 
was now, but last year they voted another 
£1,000, and this year they would pro- 
bably vote a further sum out of the other 
moiety. They adopted the plan because 
they were able by degrees to find out 
where the money could be applied most 
efficiently and practically for the purposes 
so well stated by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen. 
He entirely agreed with the view put 
forward by the right hon. Gentleman, 
but it could not be carried into effect by 
lavishly shovelling money into the hands 
of educators. They must get persons to 
appreciate education, and to know that 
as a result of the expenditure they in- 
curred some adequate result was being 
obtained. After the first two or three 
years the County Council of which he 
was chairman carefully reviewed their 
methods, and decided that they must 
spend their money in blocks, and not in 
driblets all over the place. On that 
system they were organising now, and 
they would certainly spend such sums as 
were necessary, but they should not 
be forced to spend money which was 
not required. On their behalf he 
welcomed the Bill, because it would 
enable local authorities to do what they 
wanted, but which. at present, they had 


not the means to do in the right way. 


Dr. MACNAMARA had listened to 
the speech of the First Lord of the 
Treasury with much misgiving and dis- 
appointment. It seemed to him that if 
they were really anxious to promote 
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higher edueation, they must lay upon 
the local authorities an obligation to 
start the erganisation and development 
of that branch of work. For the last ten 
years they had had on their shelves, an 
exhaustive and unanimous Report, which 
set forth in the strongest language the 
urgency of the need for the development 
.of secondary or higher education, but no 
steps had been taken in the direction of 
satisfying that need. He gathered that 
they were all agreed as to the necessity 
of doing something for the development 
of secondary education, but the First 
Lord of the Treasury insisted that they 
should net impose a statutory minimum 
upon the local authorities in the way of 
providing fer higher education. He 
asked at an earlier stage of the debate, 
whether it would be competent for local 
authorities to set up a standard for ele- 
mentary education lower than the White- 
hall Code, and the First Lord replied, 
“Certainly not.’”” He wanted to apply 
that amswer to the matter before them. 
If it were possible to insist upon the 
locality coming up to a certain standard 
with regard to the Whitehall Code, surely 


ithey could set up a statutory minimum 


which they must be compelled to meet. 
The Government were not taking the 
stand they took in this matter of higher 
In 
the Bill of last year it was laid down 


that these authorities must spend all the 


whisky money. He wished to know 
why it was impossible today to impose 
any bligation upon these local 
authorities. In the Bill of 1896 the 
word “may” was used in regard to 
secondary education, but it went on to 
provide for a very categorical description 
of the duties in respect of higher edu- 
cation. Clause 12 of the Bill of 1896 pro- 
vided that the local authorities should 
provide land and buildings, whether by 
purchase or hire, for schools, supply 
teachers, and make inquiries with regard 
to the general need of higher education 
in the locality. Why were these specific 
obligations not placed in this measure ? 
Could they fairly expect that the 
County Councils would make a real 
beginning with education if the matter 
was left absolutely to themselves. Out 
there 
were ten which were spending large sums 


of the whiskey money on the relief of 
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rating. For thirteen years they had had 
the right to rate themselves up to Id. in 
the £. for technical instruction, and with 
what result? At the present time there 
were only two administrative counties 
which raised any money at all for higher 
education through the local rate, and the 
entire sum they raised was £433 3s. 2d. 
He contrasted this obscurantism with 
the extraordinary zeal of the thirteen 
Welsh counties, which had spent the 
whole of their whiskey money, £400,000, 
on higher education, and had, in addi- 
tion, raised £30,000 out of rates, against 
the £430 raised by the whole of the 
English counties. He had no hope of 
the great bulk of the English counties 
following this example if they left the 
Bill in its present form. Some time ago 
the Vice-President of the Council re- 
ceived a deputation at Whitehall, and 
he said— 

“‘Are the farmers in favour of education? 
Everybody who is connected with night schools 
and technical education in the country is aware 
that the opposition of the farmer to higher 
knowledge and technical training on the part 
of those they look upon as their future labourers 


is a difficulty that always has to be svr- 
mounted.” 


At a later stage of his speech, the Vice- 
President said— 


‘““The landowners exhibit that dislike to 
intellectual development which was character- 
istic of a territorial aristocracy.” 


The right hon. Member for Thanet had 
spoken of too much money being “ wasted 
on so-called education,” while the right 
hon. Member for Sleaford had said they 
wanted to keep the agricultural labourers 
on the land, and that the more they were 
educated the more they were inclined to 
desire to settle in the towns. That was 
an economic question more than an edu- 
cational one, and if they wanted to keep 
the labourer on the land, then the land 
must keep the labourer. It was not 
education, but the lack of education, 
which was the cause of agricultural de- 
pression. Gloucestershire, which had 
been referred to, spent last year on 
technical education £6,842, but at the 
same time it devoted to relief of rates 
out of the same educational fund £7,294. 
It had been said that education made 
these men unfit for agricultural labourers, 
but to his mind agricultural depression 
was very often synonymous with agri- 
cultural ignorance. He thought they 
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could make a much stronger case to show 
that it was lack ,of education which was 
responsible for agricultural depression. 
Another reason why they ought to lay 
this obligation upon the education autho- 
rity was, that up to the present it was 
optional to spend the rates on elementary 
education. He believed that that option 
would be struck out now. All the evi- 
dence went to show that they could not 
safely leave the development of higher 
education to those who held the views of 
hon. and right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
but must lay an obligation on the loca- 
lities to make a start in this long-delayed 
and urgent reform. 


*(7.15.) Mr. CHAPLIN said he re- 
cognised the great importance of higher 
education, and the great interest which 
his hon. friend opposite had always shown 
in that question. ‘There were, however, 
other considerations than those which had 
been pointed out by the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell. He was very glad to 
notice the line which had been taken up by 
his right hon. friend in regard to this ques- 
tion. Under the clause as it now stood 
the local authority had full power, and 
it might almost be said that it was one 
of their duties even now, to provide 
higher education, and for that purpose 
they might double the rate which they 
had the power to impose today. They 
might impose a 2d. rate, and as much 
more as they could get the Local Govern- 
ment Board to agree to when application 
was made to the Board for authority. 
His hon. friend proposed to make the 
clause compulsory. ‘To his great surprise 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Aberdeen and others seemed to 
think that there was nothing whatever 
contentious about that proposal. He was 
afraid that those hon. Gentlemen would 
be greatly mistaken. His hon. friend 
the Member for East Somerset said that 
the local authority under the Bill as it 
stood, could not spend a single penny for 
higher education, and that surely in a 
rich country like England there ought 
to be a fund from which secondary 
education could be provided for all 
who desired it. He agreed with his 
hon. friend; but let it come from the 
rich, well able to bear it, and not 
from some of the poorest and most 
impoverished districts of the country, 
which were totally unable to bear any 
addition to their burdens at the present 


Dr. Maenamara. 
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time, for a purpose which might not 
necessarily be beneficial to them. He 
had always contended that this purpose 
for which the country was asked by the 
Bill to spend money out of the rates 
would be, in one sense, to certain agri- 
cultural districts an injury rather than 
a benefit. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA: Why? 

*Mr. CHAPLIN: Because, in those 
districts, one of the chief difficulties 
was to keep the people on the land, and 
experience had shown that the more 
the agricultural population were edu- 
cated the more they desired to leave 
the land and crowd into the towns; and, 
while the representatives of the rural 
districts were ready to bear their fair 
share of a national burden for eduea- 
tion, which, they admitted, was of great 
national importance, they were not 
willing to endure an additional burden in 
their local rates for a purpose which, in 
their particular districts, might be 
the reverse of advantageous to them. 
He was told that, even with the 
word “shall” inserted in the clause, it 
would, after all, be very much a matter 
for the local authority. He thought 
that hon. Members who took that view 
were entirely mistaken. There was 
another clause in the Bill which in his 
judgment bore very distinctly on this 
proposition. Clause 11 said 

“Tf the local education authority fail to 
fulfil any of their duties under the Elementary 
Education Acts, 1870 to 1900, on this Act, in 
any part of their area, the Board of Education 
may, after holding a public inquiry, make suehi 
order as they think necessary or proper for the 
purpose of compelling the authority to fulfil 
their duty, and any such order may be enforced 
by mandamus.” 

The local authority would have the 
power, subject to the sanction of the 
Local Government Board, of spending 
money to an unknown and unlimited 
extent for this purpose out of the rates. 
If the clause were made compulsory, it 
would cast a burden upon the ratepayers 
to an unknown extent, which quite pos- 
sibly would go far to counteract the 
concessions announced that afternoon 
by the First Lord of the Treasury. In 
the speech which he made the other 
day, and which the hon. Member tor 
North Camberwell had quoted, he would 
find, by reading the whole of it, he 
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pointed out that some portion of the 
cost must be borne by the rates. If 
they were to have an effective check 
on extravagant administration, he 
further contended that that portion 
should be the smallest, and that the 
contribution trom the national funds 
should be the largest which 
was consistent with economical adminis- 
tration. When the question was re- 
ferred to in a large and powerful Royal 
Commission they came to exactly the 
same conclusion. They recommended 
that education should be treated as a 
national service, and, of course, that 
the cost should to a large extent be 
met from national funds. These were 
the grounds on which he would continue 


to protest against and oppose to the | 


utmost extent of lis power any proposal 
to provide tor higher education solely 
out of the rates. 


Mr. HALDANE 
said the Member for the Sleaford Division 
had let the cat out of the beg. The 
right hon. Gentleman spoke for certain 
agricultural districts in England where 
the opinion was held that higher educa- 
tion was not a good thing for the farming 
interest, because it induced the labourers 
to leave the land. 
an agricultural constituency and a con- 
stituency which had suffered less than 
any other from agricultural depression. 
Why? Because farming there was high, 
because every one there, from the farmer 
to the labourer, was educated on a scale 
and used machinery to an extent that 
were unknown south of the Tweed. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: The hon. and learned 
Gentleman should have mentioned 
another qualification. Land in that 


district happens to be some of the richest | 


and most fertile in the whole of the 
kingdom. 


Mr. HALDANEsaid it was also worked 
with machinery and a skill and energy 
which had no parallel in any other part 
ofthe world if the First Lord of the 
Treasury had his way he would make 


the Bill a homogeneous whole with regard | 
toeducation. The right hon. Gentleman | 


{23 JUNE 1902} 


(Haddingtonshire) | 

| 8.) 
| Member forthe Tewkesbury Division and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 


He also represented | 
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| efficient so long as it was marked off and 
separated from that which was above. 
He thought there was nothing which 
| the elementary teachers had more cause 
/to complain, of than the way they had 
| been treated with respect to the benefits 
| of higher education. He appealed to the 
| First Lord to allow the House of Commons 
| to decide this issue. He was sure it was 
one they knew something of, and they 
|were getting to know more and more 
}about it. In his opinion the blot on the 
| Bill, which in other respects he regarded 
as good, was the arbitrary distinction it 
/Set up between higher education and 
elementary education. They could not 
|make elementary education efficient so 
‘long as they kept it marked off from the 
stage of education above it ; and second- 
|ary education to be effective must be 


|made a part of the great educational 
| system of the country. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
said the speeches of the hon. 


for the Sleaford Division explained the 
indisposition of a large number of 
boroughs to be subordinated to the 
County Councils. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 


| the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
| Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
SILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 2 :— 


(9.0.) Sir ALBERT ROLLIT, resuming 
his speech, said he desired to urge upon 
the Govenment in the strongest possible 
terms the wisdom of acceding to the 
Amendment of his hon. friend in the in- 
terests of the Bill and of the nation. It 
must be easy to understand the strong 


knew as well as hon. Members on the | objection of non-county boroughs to be 
Opposition side of the House that they | subordinated to the County Councils. 


could not make elementary education | 


In the vast majority of cases the practice 
3 F 2 
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of the County Councils had been to 
consider that the rates should be relieved 
at the expense of education, whereas the 
Borough Councils had held that educa- 
tion led to a saving in the rates. This 
Bill was primarily for the purpose of 
establishing a local authority for educa- 
tion, and it ought at least to define the 
duty of the local authority, and to 
convey from Parliament a mandate to 
the County Council as to the duty 
entrusted to it. They had heard a great 
deal about the variety and elasticity of 
education, but in some subjects at least, 
he had noticed that the sympathy had 
been in the direction of Mr. Squeers’s 
style rather than that of modern educa- 
tion, and Squeers’s methods were both 
various and elastic. But the great fault 
of the Bill was that it was purely per- 
missive, and what the Amendment 
sought was to secure that it should be 
declared to be the duty of the County 
Council to aid higher education. Yet 
that was strenuously resisted on the 
part of the Government. He did not 
doubt for one moment that many 
County Councils would aid higher 
education. But he could not forget that 
the whisky moneys had as a general 
rule been devoted to the relief of rates— 
wholly in the great majority of cases, 
and partially in many others. Laggards 
ought not to be allowed to set the pace 
for the country in educational matters, 
and there was really more need for deal- 
ing with higher education than with 
elementary education. Unfortunately 
secondary education was still in a 
very chaotic condition. His own experi- 
ence in Yorkshire was that for technical 
education, good primary and secondary 
education was absolutely necessary, and 
in too many cases the funds which 
should have been devoted to technical 
education had been applied to the teach- 
ing of those who ought to have been 
instructed in secondary education schools. 
After all, this secondary education was 
absolutely necessary in the interests of 
the business of this country. There 
were communities dependent on scientific 
knowledge and training for their 
business prosperity, but their trade had 
been diverted from this country, and the 
question was whether it was too late to 
recover those particular forms of industry 
from their competitors. He hoped that, | 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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so far from waiting, they would wait 
no longer, but would make a determined 
attempt to recover what had already 
been lost in our own spheres of industry. 
It was suggested that if the Bill were 
made mandatory it could not be enforced, 
but the reply to that was that its terms 
were practically those of the Bill of 1870. 
He quite admitted that the Amendment 
might require enlargement. There migit 
be towns in whichit might not be necessary 
to apply the whole of the whisky money 
to education. But precedent would be 
against that point. So far as it was 
wanted the money ought to be so applied, 
and it should be ear-marked if not used 
at the time ; it should be kept separate 
and accumulated until it could be used 
for the purposes of education. Local 
authorities were most anxious to get a 
proper mandate from the House on this 
subject, and with one exception they 
were in favour of the Amendment. He 
would take first the city of Liverpool. 
The Council of that city passed a resolu- 
tion, in which it was said that something 
should be inserted in the Bill which 
should declare it to be the duty of the 
local authority to make provision for 
secondary and technical education. Then 
he had a resolution passed by a non- 
county borough in Lancashire strongly 
maintaining that all moneys received 
under the Local Taxation Act should be 
ear-marked for technical education. His 
right hon. friend, in picturesque language, 
suggested that the policy indicated in 
the Amendment would have a petrifying 
influence, but as it was, when the 
boroughs asked for bread there was a 
strong disposition to give them a stone. 
He believed in the course recommended 
by the boroughs, which were consulting 
the greatest of all national needs. Educa- 
tion might be costly, but in education 
parsimony was not economy, and he 
agreed with the American statesman who 
said that, though the education rates were 
the highest of all rates, they ought to be 
willingly paid because they made the 
greatest of all possible returns to the 
Education had been too long 
neglected, and he hoped that the 
Government, realising this, would enable 
progressive communities to perform their 
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educational duties with advantage to 


themselves locally, and te the nation at 
large, and thereby to consult not only 





a oe oe oll eelCUCee lCUlCU COU Oe ie 


ch 
he 
or 
en 
mn- 
tly 


Lis 
ge, 

in 
ng 
he 


ne. 
led 
ing 
ca- 
ion 


yho 
‘ere 
» be 
the 
the 
ong 
the 
able 
heir 

to 
1 at 


only 





1465 Education 
the happiness and welfare of individuals, 
but the commerce and prosperity of the 
nation. 


*(9.18) Mr. BOND (Nottinghamshire, | 


Ki.) said he had listened with profound 
disappointment to the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman. He believed it would 
|e an immense advantage to the country, 
it, when the local taxation money 
could not be usefully applied at once, it 
could be accumulated and usedas educa- 
tional needs developed. There ought 
to be some capital on which it was 
possible to fall back in order to 
establish the fresh educational institu- 
tions required by the needs of the day. 
lt that course could have been pur- 
sued by the London County Councii in 
employing the funds that had come 
into their hands, they would have 
had at their disposal at this time 
something like £1,200,000; and he 
usked the Committee to consider the 
immense advantage which would have 
resulted from the existence of such a 
large capital sum. ‘They had been told 
that the Government were anxious to 
introduce a large measure of educational 
retorm, but he could not help thinking 
that they had not risen to the height 
of the occasion, and that they were 
letting a golden opportunity go by. 
A great and crying need of our 
educational system on all hands was 
acknowledged to be a better and more 
\iniversal provision for middle class 
education. Matthew Arnold called 
attention to it long ago, and the com- 
plaint had been re-echoed from many 
quarters since. Now that the moment 
had arrived, and a Government with 
a large majority behind them, though 
that majority were not all agreed on 
the subject, had the opportunity of doing 
sviuething substantial for the improve- 
ment of that middle class education, 
and for the improvement of education 
other than elementary, they let the 
opportunity go by. The Bill, however, 
contained some provisions which were 
useful in that direction. It at least did 
uWay with the absurd restriction which 
tied down the use of local taxation money 
to technical instruction only. Technical 
instruction, as they all knew, received 
a very latitudinarian interpretation from 
the Board of Education. It would be a 
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| great thing, however, to get all ambiguity 
/Temoved, and to have it made clear 
_that the money could be applied by all 
|} county authorities for any purpose of 
education which was not elementary as 
defined by the Act. But that, of course, 
did not do away with the desirability of 
making such application compulsory. The 
Leader of the House need not be alarmed 
whatever amount of dissent there might 
be on the Ministerial side, if he declared 
himself in favour of the view he was 
supporting that the majority of his fol- 
lowers would leave him in the lurch. 
At all events they were assured by the 
speeches made that afternoon, and by 
the cheers which followed these speeches, 
of the support of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, which he believed to be dictated 
not by partisan feeling, but by a sincere 
desire to promote the cause of education, 
and to bring about a better state of 
things than that which now prevailed 
a state of things which at this stage 
of our history was almost a disgrace to 
the country. He felt very keenly on 
this matter. He had watched with 
immense interest beneficial work in the 
application of the local taxation money 
for London education, and he believed 
the county and borough authorities, 
having sowed their wild oats in the 
application of the money, were coming 
more and more to the conclusion that it 
was not desirable to squander the sums 
placed at their disposal in giving 
sporadic village lectures on  wood- 
carving or the principles of agriculture. 
He did not deny that those things 
might possess a certain amount of 
usefulness, but it was not the most 
desirable way of disposing of these large 
sums of money. Having served their 
apprenticeship he believed that a good 
many of these authorities had learned 
an exceedingly useful lesson, and would 
apply these funds in a much more 
admirable way in the future than had 
hitherto been the case. The Govern- 
ment were making a great mistake 
in not bringing the laggard counties to 
the standard of the progressive ones. As 
to the observations of his right hon. friend 
the Member for Sleaford, he thought he 
had misconstrued this Clause, and had 
not altogether realised what its effect 
might be. He seemed to think that if 
the word “may” was deleted, and the 
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word “ shall” inserted, a fresh rate would 
be imposed on the counties by the local 
educational authorities. But he did not 
agree with the right hon. Gentleman that 
by inserting the word “ shall” instead of 
“may” they would compel the local 
authorities to impose upon themselves 
any greater burden than they carried at 
present. He regretted the course the 
Government had adopted, and he hoped 
that they would yet see their way to 
adopt another. 


Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 


said he wished to congratulate the Govern- | 


ment very sincerely on the fact that they 
had resisted the temptation to give away 
their agricultural supporters, and play 
into the hands of hon. Gentlemen on the 
other side of the House. There were a 
good many who thought that this word 
“may” was the one thing which made 
the Bill worth the paper it was written 
on; at anyrate, it was the one thing 
which stood between the agricultural 
interests and the increasingly profuse 
expenditure of educational zealots like 
his friend on the right, and many 
others. He did not think that if hon. 
Members knew the condition of agricul- 
ture, especially in the eastern counties, 
they would vote for this Amend- 
ment with so light a heart as they 
would otherwise do. He had _ been 
rather surprised to hear the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Camberwell stating that 
the agricultural interest could bear this 
tax very well, that there was nothing 
in it. And then the hon. and learned 
Member for Haddington said that the 
agricultural interest was doing very 
well, for they were getting £4 an acre 
for their farms. The hon. and learned 
Member must have forgotten that 
instead of getting £4 per acre of rent, 
it was £4 per acre for the sale of free- 


hold. Hon. Members opposite were 
always talking about trusting the 


people. Why could they not trust the 
local authorities elected by the people 
in a matter of this kind! He himself 
was a representative of the class which 
sat on local Boards; he was a member 
of a Technical Instruction Committee, 
he had sat on School Boards, and was 
even a pious founder, but he should 
be blind to the merits of the permissive 
clause of this Bill, except on consultation 
with his agricultural friends. The 
Mr. Bond. 
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agricultural interests had, in fact, never 
had fair play in this House, and he 
hoped that this was the dawn of an era 
of better treatment of the agricultural 
interest in these matters. The agri- 


cultural interest was absolutely un- 
complaining. [Hon. MeMBeErs on the 


Opposition Benches: Oh, oh!] That 
was so. They never asked for anything, 
or, if they did, they never got it. They 
did not ask for subsidies or doles, and 
other of these things. And what was 
the result? As a rule, the agricultural 
interest was treated with less considera- 
tion than black people. He congratu- 
lated the Government very heartily 
on having shown a stiff back on this 
matter, and he was sure that the 
attitude adopted by the First Lord 
of the Treasury would make the 
passage of the Bill a good deal more 
facile. 


*(9.30.) Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Nor- 
folk, N.W.) said that those who had had 
the privilege of hearing the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury would have supposed 
that this Bill would create a revolution 
in the education of the country, and 
provide a true educational system. 
After having listened to the debate. 
hon. Members would see what kind 
of revolution it was to be. The 
right hon. Gentleman had _ practically 
admitted, and he thought the sub- 
sequent course of the debate had 
demonstrated, that the amount of 
secondary education to be given in the 
counties would depend almost entirely 
on the character of the chairman of the 
County Council or of the Education 
Committee. If that chairman happened 
to be a representative of education of the 
character of the hon. Member for East 
Somerset, then in all probability some 
liberal measures in behalf of secondary 
education would be devised. But, 
unfortunately, chairmen such as_ his 
hon. iriend were not very numerous, 
especially in the rural districts of this 
kingdom, and therefore the practical 
outcome of the Bill as it stood would be 
that the chance of the children in the 
rural districts getting a good secondary 
education would depend on the character 
of the chairman. He maintained that 


that was not the position in which 
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national education should be left. Surely 
these children in the rural districts should 
have equal rights with those in the great 
towns to obtain educational advantages. 
In the hon. Members for East Somer- 
setshire and the Tewkesbury Division 
of Gloucestershire they had typical re- 
presentatives of the chairmen of County 
Councils. They took entirely different 
views in regard to education, and hon. 
Members would understand from that 
how desirable it was that some clear 
mandate should be given by this House 
as to how this money was to be spent. 
The hon. Member for the Tewkesbury 
Division said he apprehended that 
the intention of Parliament was very 
ditferent from that of the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Somerset. Supposing 
that the County Councils administered 
the new funds according to the intention 
of Parliament, what would they under- 
stand by that if the Bill remained in its 
present state? For in regard to second- 
ary education they might do certain 
things, but in regard to primary educa- 
tion certain duties were absolutely 
imposed upon them. If the County 
Councils gathered the intention of Parlia- 
ment on the principle of the hon. Member 
forthe Tewkesbury Division, they would 
say that they had certainduties to perform 
in regard to primary education which 
they had not in respect to secondary 


education. At this moment the one 
great need of the country was some 


better means of technical and secondary 
education, but the whole of that 
was dismissed in the Bill in a few 
lines, instead of being put forward 
in the forefront of the measure. 
Those of them who were engaged 
in commerce knew that their primary 
difficulty in conducting business was 
to get in their assistants practical know- 
ledge combined with scientific train- 
ing. They could sometimes get men 
with practical knowledge without scientific 
training,and sometimes men with scientific 
training without practical knowledge. 
Their great need was to have the two 
combined, and that could not be realised 
unless some great improvement was made 
in regard to scientific training under a 
secondary educational system. He sub- 
mitted that this Bill left the position of 
secondary education even worse thanit had 
deen at any time during the last six or 
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seven years, because they had lost under the 
School Boards their higher grade schools, 


_and to a large extent the position of the 


evening continuation schools, and the 
science schools had been damaged. He 
thought that every educationist ad- 
mitted that they needed a complete 
secondary education from a commercial 
point of view, as well as from those 
higher considerations which were common 
in all things. What were County 
Councils to do if this clause as to option 
was preserved? They had had _ ex- 
pressions from the right hon. Member 
tor Sleaford, end others had laid down 
the proposition that an advanced educa- 
tion was likely to damage the population 
in the rural districts, and that it was 
through education the population was 
migrating largely from the rural districts 
to the towns. In his own city of Nor- 
wich the Minister for Agriculture, accom- 
panied bya latehon. Member of this House, 
had appeared on the platform of a large 
meeting and addressed the farmers on 
that very principle—that the agricultural 
districts were being depopulated on 
account of education. He was sorry to 
say that the Minister of Agriculture, who 
was present, did not rebuke the right 
hon. Gentleman, but said that a great 
deal of nonsense was being taught in the 
rural districts. He should say that if 
the success of agriculture depended on 
the ignorance of the people it was a bad 
look out for agriculture. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Has anything 
been said here to the effect that secondary 
education has depopulated the rural dis- 
tricts ? 


*\Mr. GEORGE WHITE said that if 
that sentiment had not been put forward 
in the debate it was because it would 
have been entirely out of order. What 
he maintained was that these sentiments 
were very largely held by those who 
would have the control of secondary 
education throughout the length and 
breadth of the land. That was not the 
time to indicate the causes which did 
lead to the depopulation of the rural 
districts ; but he submitted that a great 
deal might be done through secondary 
education to enliven life in the rural 
districts. He was afraid that a large 
number of those who constituted the 
County Councils would not be disposed 
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to do anything towards the spread of | 


secondary education beyond he expendi- 
ture of the whisky money. They would 
not be disposed to rate themselves for 
secondary education. There were special 
reasons why the First Lord of the 
Treasury should yield and accept the 
Amendment before the Committee. He 
had heard the First Lord many times 
speak of many things as being in the 
Bill which he could not find there. If 
he could find them, it would, to a large 
extent, mitigate his opposition to the 
Bill. Among the things he desired was 
the possibility of providing pupil-teacher 
centres, special training colleges, and 
making better provision generally for 
the teaching profession. The lack of 
these was, he believed, one of the most 
important deficiencies in the present 
educational system, and if this Bill did 
contain provisions for them, he would 
be glad. The First Lord of the Teasury 
believed that under the second clause, 
which the Committee were now dis- 
cussing, undenominational training 
colleges, which were so greatly needed 
in the country, could be established, 
but they were not likely to be built 
without some mandate from Parliament. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is anticipating an Amendment lower 
down on the Paper. The Amendment 
now before the Committee does not refer 
to training colleges. 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITE said he was 
pointing out the difficulty that unless a 
mandate was given to the County Councils 
for the purposes he had indicated, there 
‘was no chance of the County Councils 
making provision for them. He felt 
that « great deal had transpired during 
the debate which showed that there was 
a strong feeling on the other side of the 
House that the clause should not be 
entirely optional. He was quite sure 
that if the question remained where the 
clause left it they should make no pro- 
gress under this Bill in regard to 
technical and secondary education. 


(9.52.) THe 
THE COUNCIL on EDUCATION (Sir 
JoHN Gorst, Cambridge University) said 
that the present Amendment, in his view, 
was not one of great importance in itself, 


but the question which had been discussed | 


Mr. George White, 
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by the Committee was one of very great 
importance, viz., whether we should trust: 
the new local authority to carry out a 
scheme of secondary education, or 
whether we should prescribe and force 
upon them a system of secondary edu- 
cation. That was a point on which he 
wished, if the Committee would allow 
him, to make a few observations. There 
was obviously a great advantage in 
trusting to the local authority. In the 
first place the local authority would 
know the kind of secondary edueation 
suited to the needs of the districts. He 
could not too often impress on the Com- 
mittee that there was a great variety of 
secondary education, and by trusting the 
local authority variety in secondary 
education would be secured and the 
variation would respond to the demand. 
It was not anticipated that people should 
be obliged to send their children to 
secondary schools whether they would 
or not, as was the case with elementary 
education. The number of school classes 
for secondary education would depend 
upon the demand. To some extent it 
would depend on the wishes of the rate 
payer as to the kind of instruction that 
was to be given and theamount of money 
that should be spent upon it. The hon. 
Gentleman the Member for North West 
Norfolk complained that the Clause dis- 
missed the question of secondary educa- 
in a very few lines; but that was just 
what gave the local authority a sense ot 
its power. If there had been a long Bill 
the local authority would have been 
hampered, whereas the very simplicity 
of the language used in the Bill gave 
them the most extensive powers. They 
could have science schools, literary 
schools, evening continuation schools, 
training colleges for elementary and 
secondary teachers—in short, every sort 
of Institution—[AN HON. MEMBER: Or 
none.|~- which was not elementary. 
He was quite surprised at the distrust 
exhibited by hon. Gentlemen opposite 
in the body which was to be elected 
by the ratepayers. There might, in 
some cases, be an authority which would 
be a bad authority, because the rate- 
payers chose to elect them; but the 
goodness of the authority would depend 
entirely on the capacity of the ratepayers 
and their willingness to choose a really 
effective authority. In this matter, the 
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Committee was not left to conjecture, 
because for twelve years there had 
been in force the Technical Instruction 
Act, which was a purely permissive 
Act. There was no single authority 
under the Technical Instruction Act 
which had not spent, at least, some of 
the local taxation money in technical 
instruction; and very few which had 
not spent the whole of it. There were 
only about ten counties in England 
and Wales which did not spend the 
whole of the technical instruction 
money on education. Some years ago, 
the counties and county boroughs were 
invited by the Science and Art Depart- 
ment to undertake the supervision of 
all the Science and Art schools in their 
districts; and the majority of the 
counties and about half the boroughs 
accepted that invitation, and were now 
engaged in superintending the whole 
of the Science and Art instruction in 
their districts. Besides that, there were 
a great many counties which had 
evening and other schools; and there- 
fore there was no reason to suppose 
from past experience that the counties 
would be either willing or unable to 
carry out the powers to be conferred 
upon them by this Clause. A number 
of hon. Members were not. satisfied 
with that; they wanted to put some 
kind of coercion on backward counties. 
There were only two ways by which 
that could be done. One would be by 
a regular scheme to be imposed by 
statute. He had heard hon. Members 
speak about the statutory minimum of 
secondary education provided under the 
Bill. He did not think that any hon. 
Member would venture to define that 
statutory minimum, or to propose any 
clause in which it was laid down. He 
had looked through the fifty-nine pages 
ot Amendments to see if any hon. 


Member had suggested a statutory 
minimum, but not one had done so. 


He, therefore, presumed that the House 
ot Commons found it quite impossible 
to lay down by statute what the local 
authorities ought to do. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Fife 
thought it would be the easiest thing in 
the world to do what was done in the 
Act of 1870 with reference to elementary 
education, and it was quite easy to do 
it. because the law of the land required 
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that every child should receive elementary 
education ; the number of school places 
to be provided could be estimated 
perfectly accurately, and the local. 
authorities could be made to provide 
them. That was going on every day. If 
there was a deficiency in school places, 
they could require theological authority to 
provide for it. But who was to say 
what amount of secondary education 
was to be provided. Who was to give 
notice to the local authority as to how 
many places were to be provided for 
secondary education. The thing was 
impossible and could not be done. _ It 
was possible under the Act of 1870 
with reference to elementary education, 
but it was quite impossible under the: 
present Bill. Then it was suggested 
that the Board of Education should 
prescribe what secondary education 
should be provided in any particular 
district. That was the real reason why. 
as representing in this House the Board 
of Education. he had ventured to trouble 
the Committee. The Board of Education 
would not be able to carry out any such 
duty. There would have to be an elabor- 
ate method of inquiry, in every part of 
the country into facts with which the 
local representatives of the people were 
perfectly familiar. It would take the 
Board a very long time to learn as much 
about the “requirements of secondary 
education in Bradford, for instance, as the 
Bradford Town Council already possessed. 
Supposing the Board did succeed in 
acquiring as much information as the 
local authorities, they would be no better 
titted to determine these matters than 
any intelligent County Council. Le 
could not understand a proposal to put 
on the Board of Education the duty of 
saying what sort of schools there ought 
to be in, for instance the County of 
Gloucester, what their number should be, 
what fees should be charged, and how 
many free places there should be. That 
should be left to the local authority. 
The inevitable result of the interference - 
of the Board of Education would be an 
inelastic cast-iron system imposed on the 
whole country, which would be extremely 
deleterious and damaging to secondary 
education. Whatever they did they 
should keep secondary education free and 
independent of Government — control. 
They must not allow the central 
authority to dictate what was to. be 
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taught, or anything else connected with surance from the right hon. Gentleman 


Secondary education. 


Secondary educa- that he would not bite before he consented 


tion should be suitable to the locality, totake that step. He trusted that in the 


and should be under the control of people 
who knew what was wanted. He would 
only mention one other point as an 
illustration of the impossibility of carry- 
ing out that which the Amendment did 


not carry out, but which some hon. 
Members wished to carry out, and which 
he believed would be extremely mis- 


chievous. In 1892 a Secondary Education 
Bill was introduced into the House of 
Commons by his predecessor in Office, 


just before he became Minister of 
Education. On the back of the Bill 
were the names of Sir Henry Roscoe, 


who was well known in this House as a 
singularly energetic and active supporter 
of secondary education, and his hon. triend 
the Member for East Somerset who had 
moved this Amendment. Did that Bill 
contain compulsory powers! Nothing 
of the kind. The local authorities occu- 
pied the same position under that Bill 
us they did under the Bill now before 
the Committee. The Bill of 1892 pro- 
vided that it should be the duty of the 
Jocal authority to make such provision 
as they might think fit for the secondary 
education of the inhabitants of their 
districts. That was exactly the duty of 
the local authority under the present 
Bill, namely, to provide such provision 
for secondary education as they might 
think fit. He did not see the slightest 
harm in using the word ‘duty ” in the 
in which it was used, nor did he 
see any harm, on the other hand, in 
saying that the local authority should 
provide such secondary education as they 
thought fit. If the Committee went 
further, and attempted to lay down in 
the Bill itself a definition of what the 
amount of secondary education should 
be, if they put into the hands of the 
Board of Edueation a kind of general 
power to do what the Board thought 
fit instead of what the local authority 
thought fit, they would be taking a 
course which would be extremely dis- 
advantageous to the cause of education. 


(10.5.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he 
scan the Committee would congratu- 
late the right hon. Gentleman on the 
withdrawal of the muzzling order made 
against him. He thought that the first 
Lord of the Treasury must have had an as- 


Sir John Gorst. 


sense 


future, notwithstanding that the right 
hon. Gentleman had opposed the Amend- 
ment, the Committee would have the 
benefit of his advice in the debate. The 
right hon. Gentleman objected to the 
Amendment on the ground that if it 
were carried there would not be a 
sufficient variation in secondary educa- 
tion under the scheme. He admitted 
it would not be the kind of variation 
they would get if the matter were left 
entirely to the discretion of the local 
authorities. What did the right hon. 
Gentleman mean by variation? He 
said that they should leave discretion to 
the local authority as to the places where 
the schools were to be planted, and as 
to the type of school. But surely no 
one had ever suggested that if this 
Amendment were carried, the duty 
would be cast on the central authority 
of fixing the place where a school was to 
be planted, or exactly the kind of school 
that was to be planted there. All that 
the Amendment contemplated was that 
it should be incumbent on the local 
authority to provide some efficient 
scheme of secondary education, having 
regard to the requirements of their 
particular district. The right hon 
Gentleman asked how they were to 
discover what the requirements of a 
locality were, and he said that, with 
regard to elementary education, they 
knew the number of ‘children to be pro- 
vided for, and that, therefore, they could 
make the necessary provision, But 
surely the right hon. Gentleman could 
not have studied the experience of the 
Welsh Intermediate Education Act. The 
County Councils in Wales knew the 
amount of provision required, and they 
made that provision. The Act provided 
that it should be the duty of the Joint 
Education Committee to make a scheme, 
and that Act had been in operation for 
thirteen years, with the consent of both 
parties, and with the support of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dartford, without the least friction or 
difficulty having arisen. The localities 
were simply consulted as to the number 
of children to be provided for, and on 
that information, abundant provision was 
made for secondary education, and ther 
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was no difficulty whatever. It was no 
use arguing abstract propositions in the 
air, when they had an experience of that 
kind at their own doors. Again, in 
Switzerland, Germany, and the United 
States the local authorities knew what 
provision to make. It was not a ques- 
tion as to whether the central authority 
should do the work of secondary educa- 
tion, but whether the central authority 
should compel the local authorities to 
do it. It was quite open to a local 
authority to say that they were making 
adequate provision, and the central 
authority could then judge as_ to 
whether such provision was, or was not, 
adequate. There had been a great deal 
of argument from the First Lord of the 
Treasury, and the Vice-President of the 
Council, against compelling local author- 
ities, and the First Lord of the Treasury 
asked how they were going to do it; 
he even thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man went to the extent of saying that 
itcould not be done. He did not think 
that the right hon. Gentleman could 
have his own Bill in his mind when he 
said that, because it was provided in 
the Bill that the local authority should 
maintain and keep efficient all public 
elementary schools. If the local author- 
ities were to be compelled to provide 
elementary education, why should they 
not also be compelled to provide secondary 
education. The argument now was: 
Why did they not trust the local author 
ities? He would ask why were not the 
local authorities to be trusted as re- 
garded elementary education. Section 
ll of the Bill provided that if the local 
authorities failed to fulfil any of their 
duties under the Elementary Education 
Acts, 1870 to 1900, the Board of Educa- 
tion might, after holding a public in- 
quiry, make such order as they might 
think necessary, and any such order 
might be enforced by mandamus. Was 
that trusting the local authority, when 
they were threatened with a mandamus. 
Che argument about trusting the local 
authority was merely used for the pur- 
pose of defeating this Amendment, which 
would compel the local authorities to 
mike adequate provision. He did not 
think that the right hon. Gentleman 
would have used that argument, if he 
had in his mind the whole system of 
local government in this country, and 
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the relations that existed between 
the local authority and the central 
authorities. Take the question of 
drainage. The Local Government 


Board had power to compel the local 
authority to carry out every provision 
of the Public Health Acts. Take the 
question of police. The Home Office 
could compel the Joint County Com 
mittee to keep a sufficient number of 
police and keep them efficient. If they 
had all these provisions of central inter- 
ference for the purposes of an efficient 
police, why not have it for the purpose 
of enforcing secondary education. If 
the central authority had power to com- 
pel local authorities to do their duty in 
respect of the Public Health Acts, he 
maintained that the central authority 
should also have power to compel the 
local authorities to do their duty with 
regard to secondary education. They 
had had the experience of Wales, where 
the duty was laid on the local authorities 
to establish secondary schools through- 
out the whole of their areas; and they 
had also the experience of England 
where the option was left to the local 
authorities. What was the experience 
of England? After twelve years, they 
had not yet spent the whiskey money 
which was originally intended for the 
establishment of secondary education. 
They could not altogether trust to the 
local authority without some pressure 
from outside, and, although they might 
be trusted in the great towns, it was 
not always safe to trust them in the 
rural distriets, where the organisation of 
secondary education was as important, 
if not more so, than in the urban 
districts. Everyone knew the difference 
a secondary school made in an agricul- 
tural district. There was a in 
Glamorganshire where it had made a 
difference in the whole character of the 
population, as well as in the quality of 
the agriculture; and when an attempt was 
made to remove that school, the farmers, 
instead of pleading that it should be taken 
away to an urban district in the 
interests of the rates. insisted on keeping 
it at a great sacrifice, with the result that 
there was a splendid system of educa- 
tion in that district ‘which would make 
a difference for all time. That was an 
example of the advantage of a secondary 
school in a district. The best boys were 
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picked out, and they had sound, healthy, 
sane minds to operate on. 
afterwards became the leaders of the 
community, with the result that it 
became more enlightened. He was con- 
vinced that unless the system were 
compulsory, and unless the central 
authority were empowered, not merely 
to recommend and advise, but to bring 
pressure, they would not be able to 
secure proper secondary schools in the 
rural districts. It had been said that the 
result would be to take children away 
trom the rural districts to the towns. 
His experience, as a resident in an agri- 
cultural district, was that one of the 
things that took a population away from 
the rural district was that educational 
facilities were better in the towns than in 
the rural districts. Every man with in- 
dependent means lived ina town, although 
if left to his own inclinations, he would 
prefer to reside in the country. He went 
to the town because of the greater educa- 
tional facilities for his children it pos- 
essed. That was really the value of an 
Amendment of this kind. The towns 
could take care of themselves, but the 
agricultural districts could not. The 
right hon. Gentleman had the means 
of foreing a great system of secondary 
education on the country, especially in 
the rural districts. Why did he not use 
the pressure which was now used in 
regard to the efliciency of the police. 
That pressure was a financial pressure 
exercised by the Home Office, which said 
that unless the police were efficient the 
grant would be withdrawn. Why should 
not the jocal authorities be also informed 
that unless they had an effective system 
of secondary education, a portion of their 
grant would be withdrawn. They were 
really losing a very great opportunity, 
and he very much regretted that the 
right hon. Gentleman could not see his 
way to accept the Amendment. 


(10.20.) Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, 
N.) said he thought that there was a very 
general agreement on both sides of the 
House, with perhaps the exception of a 
few members, that it was desirable that 
the local authorities should concern 
themselves seriously with higher educa- 
tion. That was the object of the Govern- 
ment in introducing the clause now 
betore the Committee, which gave very 

Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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| wide powers to the local authorities with 
reference to the matter. The argument 
which had just been addressed to the 
House was in effect that as they com- 
pelled local authorities to make provision 
for primary education, they should also 
compel them to make provision for 
secondary education. But the cases 
were extremely different. In the case 
of primary education, there was not the 
slightest difficulty in compelling a body 
to do a thing, when they knew defin- 
itely what was wanted. They all knew 
the min mum which it was desired that 
every child should learn, and it was, 
therefore, pertectly easy to say to a 
local authority: You must make pro- 
vision that all children in your district 
shall learn so and so. But secondary 
education was of so wide a range that it 
must vary in every case, according to 
the needs of the locality, the number of 
students presenting themselves, and 
half a dozen other different circum- 
stances; and therefore it would be ab- 
solutely impossible to say in any parti- 
cular district what they wished to 
compel the local authority to do. They 
had heard during the debate of hundreds 
of things which might be done under 
the clause, from continuation schools on 
the one hand to training colleges on the 
other. It was all very well to give 
power to do these things, but when they 
came to compulsion they should define 
that which they intended to compel the 
authorities to do. The Amendment had 
served a most useful purpose in bringing 
the matter definitely to a head, but it 
would be a quite impracticable and in- 
efficient one, because it would be 
absolutely impossible, having regard to 
its frame work, to turn this Clause into 
a mandatory Clause. They had_ the 
widest possible language in the Clause, 
as the powers under it were defined in 
a negative way. It did not say what the 
local authorities would be given power 
to do, except in the sense that they were 
given power to do anything they liked 
with reference to education other than 
elementary education. Those were very 
wide powers, which would be ample to 
cover all the varying needs of the 
different neighbourhoods to be dealt 
with ; and they were all very glad that 
the Government had seen their way to 
ipsert such powers in the Bill. The 
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Governmentcould not possibly concedethe 
Amendment, and he thought they had 
met its object in a very generous spirit 
by the Clause as it stood He was 
going to make one suggestion, which 
he did not know whether the Govern- 


ment would be able to assent to or 
not. While it was desirable to trust 
the local authorities to carry out 


the power to be given to them under 
the Clause, there were a certain number 
of local authorities who would possibly 
pass over the Clause altogether, or give 
very little attention to it. That was 
possible, but he did not think it was at 
all probable, after the experience they 
had had in regard to technical educa- 
tion. The Clause might, however, be 
overlooked, and there was nothing to 
draw the attention of the local author- 
ities to it. If they could insert words 
that the local authorities “ shall inquire 
into and may” supply education other 
than elementary, that would impose a 
duty on them while leaving them a very 
freehand; and it would indicate to 
them that they would be expected to 
concern themselves in the matter. If 
the Amendment were accepted, it would 
throw the whole Clause out of gear, as 
they would have to cut down the ample 
powers given in the Clause, because they 
could not make it mandatory to exercise 
them. The words he proposed would be 
useful as directing the attention of the 
local authorities to the matter, and he 


mediate course. It was absurd to 
contend that secondary education would 
be in a worse position than formerly, 
ind he thought that a great deal would 


attention of the local authorities were 
had suggested. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I say 
that if it would produce general 


harmony on both sides of the House to 
make the Clause less neutral in charac- 


jter, as my hon. friend now suggests, and 


to direct the attention of the local 
authorities to the needs and problems of 
secondary education, I should be prepared 
to aceept—I will not say my hon. 
friend’s words, because I could not 
accept absolutely mandatory words— 
but words of an analogous character. If 
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I had any indication that peace would 
be produced by such a solution, I should 
be prepared to move such words. 


(10.28.) Mr. LAWSON WALTON 
(Leeds, S.) said the concession of the First 
Lord of the Treasury was one of enormous 
importance. As tothe construction put 
upon the Clause, his hon. friend the 
Member for North Hackney had endea- 
voured to reconcile the versions -vhich 
the right hon. Gentleman had given of 
it, and his hon. friend had the sympathy 
of every legal member of the Committee 
in his endeavour. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the Clause meant 
that it was the duty of the secondary 
authority to provide such means for 
secondary education as it should deem 
fit. In the words now proposed, the 
duty was imposed on the educational 
authority to take into consideration the 
need of secondary education in_ its 
particular district, to determine that in 
a detached and impartial spirit, and 
having determined that question, then 
a duty arose which became a duty 
cognisable by the law, and enforcible in 
the ordinary course. The right hon. 
Gentleman knew very well that this 
was a form of Clause with which they 
were perfectly familiar in legislation. 
The right hon. Gentleman was perhaps 
aware that the Metropolis was drained 
under a Clause of this character. Under 
the Metropolis Management Act. it was 
provided that the drainage of London 
should be carried on in such a way and 
by such means as would commend them- 
selves to the responsible authority. Was 
the Clause before the Committee framed 
in such a spirit. It was an enabling 
Clause, with a limitation ; but there was 
no sort of duty of any kind cast upon 
the educational authority to take any 
matter into their consideration. It simply 
enabled the educational authority, if 
they thought well to entertain the 
subject, to give effect to their views, if 
they chanced to have formed them. 
There was no duty imposed on them to 
make any inquiry, or to come to any 
conclusion, or to give effect in any way 
to the Clause. He could not in the 
least understand the difficulty the right 
hon. Gentleman had in giving effect to 
the obligatory words of the Amendment. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
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result of sucha provision would be that 
they would formulate a cast-iron system 
which would be administered without 
any discrimination by the Education 
Department, and would apply to the 
whole country alike. The answer to 
that argument was to be found in Clause 
11. Under that Clause there was 
machinery by means of which local 
opinion could be ascertained by inquiry, 
and effect given to it. The Board of 
Education were charged with the duty 
of enforcing the obligations imposed by 
the Act, and might direct a public inquiry 
to be held, and after such inquiry they 
were empowered to make such order as 
they might think necessary and that 
order might be enforced by a mandamus. 
That was very elaborate and complicated 
machinery, which was quite sufficient to 
prevent undue effect being given to 
imperative language, if it were introduced 
into the Clause. Suppose they put in 
“ shall” instead of “ may,” and that after 
a public inquiry it was reported to the 
Education Department that a particular 
Committee had not taken the subject of 
secondary education into consideration 
at all, but had arrived at a conclusion 
that the whole of the money should be 
devoted to reducing the rates. He was 
putting an improbable case, but assuming 
that such an intractable spirit existed. 
Under the Clause as it stood, all the 
benefits of the Act in regard to secondary 
education would be rendered nugatory by 
a spirit of resistance such as he had 
indicated. The First Lord of the 
Treasury said that if “ shall” were put in 
it would provoke resistance, that it would 
be taken as a challenge, and that friction 
and a dead lock would result. But the 
right hon. Gentleman would not have the 
smallest difficulty. He would only have 
to dispatch a Commissioner to hold a local 
inquiry and ascertain the views not only 
of the County Council, but of the most 
enlightened section of the community, 
and, even then, under Clause 11, the right 
hon. Gentlemen would have ample discre- 
tion. Supposing the right hon. Gentleman 
did not make an order the status quo would 
continue. If he did make an order, there 
was ample machinery by which it could 
be enforced. In his opinion the right 
hon. Gentleman’s apprehension of manda- 
tory language was utterly unfounded. He 
could not conceive a case in which effect 
would be given to mandatory language 
Mr. Lawson Walton. 
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which was not a case in which justice 
demanded that something should be done 
in the interests of the locality. He did 
not wish to meet the concession of the 
right hon. Gentleman in any hostile spirit, 
because it appeared to him to be an 
enormous advantage to those who 
supported the Amendment. It was an 
immense step as compared with the Clause 
as it stood, which imposed no duty of any 
sort, but simply enabled the local authority 
to carry on secondary education if they 
thought proper, and with any restrictions 
they liked. He thought that the right 
hon. Gentleman who moved the Amend- 
ment might well accept the concession. 


*Sirk W. HART DYKE said he was 
sure no one could complain of the tone 
in which the debate had been carried on. 
They were really discussing a very 
intricate, and to his mind, very difficult 
problem, and they all wished that the Bill 
should become operativeassoon as possible. 
He would make an appeal to his right 
hon. friend. If the Clause could not be 
made compulsory, there wassurely no harm 
in leading the local authorities as far 
as possible on the right road towards 
secondary education. For himself, he 
should be obliged to support the Amend- 
ment unless some words of that kind were 
inserted ; and he would do so partly on 


educational grounds, but also very 
largely on economical grounds. The 


right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen referred to the great evil 
which beset technical institutes and 
other educational machinery on account 


of the neglected condition of the 
students as regards education, and 
the right hon. Gentleman said that 


there was only one way of finding a 
remedy for that state of things, and 
that was through the medium of 
secondary education. He did not go 
quite so far as the right hon. Gentle- 
man; but unless some system of evening 
continuation schools were established, 
they might be perpetuating for a very 
long time a very grievous evil in their 


midst. If they could only secure con- 
tinuation schools throughout — the 
country, they would have taken a 


very long step forward in the right 
direction. Taking all the usual grants for 
elementary education during the present 
year, he found that they amounted to no 
less than £8,493,000; and during the 
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last ten years, allowing for the gradual 
increase of the estimates, they had 
spent no less than £60,000,000 on 
elementary education. What had they 
got for that? All who studied the 
question knew that there were not only 
thousands but millions of children in 
the country on which money had been 
squandered during that period, because 
they left the elementary schools at from 
twelve years to fifteen yearsofage. Just 
at the very time that their intellects were 
expanding, and when they were most 
receptive of knowledge, they were cut 
adrift absolutely and entirely from school 
life. That was a waste of brain power 
and money which was simply deplorable 
in a practical nation such as we pre- 
tended to be. Therefore, unless some 
method were found to strengthen the 
language of the Clause, he should vote 
for the Amendment, because he thought 
it would give some assistance, at all 
events, toward: getting rid of a very 
serious evil. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
that the observations which fell from the 
First Lord ot the Treasury had, in 
reality, made that interesting discussion 
enter on a perfectly new phase. It was 
not, therefore, his intention to go over 
the ground which had been so ably 
traversed by many hor. Members on 
both sides. The important matter was 
to agree on a form of words embody- 
ing the important concession that the 
tight hon. ‘tentleman had agreed to 
make. He suggested that at the begin- 
ning of the clause there should be 
inserted the words “It shall be the duty 
of.” The clause would then become a 
mandatory clause, and would follow 
the precedent of the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act. 


(10.47.) Mr. J.W. WILSON ( Worcester- 
shire, N.) joined in the appeal to the First 
Lord to aecept some modification of the 
clause. He honestly believed that from 
an educational point of view the clause 
dealt with one of the most serious 
subjects in the Bill, and that if public 
attention had not been so much given 
to one of the later clauses, considerably 
more would have been heard of this 
clause in the country. He felt very 
anxious with regard to the prospects of 
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secondary education. Having served 
on technical committees since their in- 
auguration, he desired to emphasise very 
strongly the uselessness of spending the 
ratepayers’ money on technical education, 
unless good and weli-maintained continu- 
ation schools were provided. When he 
first read the Bill, he felt that the 
immediate effect of throwing upon the 
local authority an increased burden for 
elementary education, would be to starve 
secondary education. Clause 2, instead 
of giving any indication of the intentions 
of Parliament, was very permissive, with 
two “mays” coming close together ; and 
it seemed to offer every invitation to the 
authorities who had not made use of the 
previous permissive powers to abstain 


from using those now proposed. The 
usual practice of the House was to 


introduce a reform by permissive legis- 
lation, and then, after a certain number 
of years, when the great majority of 
authorities had availed themselves of the 
permissive powers, to step in ar‘| say 
that the’ other authorities “shall” use 
the powers. It would, perhaps, meet 
the case if words were inserted to the 
effect that the local authority should 
apply the residue of the local taxation 
money to secondary education, and 
should consider whether any further sum 
was necessary. The clause would still 
he permissive, but a distinct lead wouid 
he given. If a limit was to be put later 
in the Bill, they need not be afraid to 
give a mandatory power to that extent, 
especially considering the large amount 
of work that was to be placed upon these 
local authorities. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that several 
Members had looked upon the suggestion 
he had made as an important concession, 
He did not know whether that was the 
view of the Committee or not ; but if it 
would be a compromise acceptable to 
both sides, he was prepared to introduce 
it in the clause. It did not, however, 
make the Bill mandatory; it did not 
throw on the Education Department the 
duty of declaring what were to be the 
adequate needs of secondary education 
in each county. He sincerely believed 
that these were not the steps which the 
Committee ought to take in the interests 
of secondary education. But it did 
do away with a defect which many 
Members felt, -viz., that the clause 


Was of too neutral a character. The 
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words to carry out the general’ Mk. A.J, BALFOUR thought it hardly 
scheme which he would suggest were, desirable to require the education 


if generally acceptable— 


“The local authority shall consider the 
needs and take such steps as may seem desir- 
able to aid the supply of education other 
than elementary.” 


Dr. MACNAMARA: “To supply or 
aid the supply ?”’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
‘be quite ready to agree to that. It was 
not intended to go the length desired by 
some hon. Members, but he offered the 


suggestion in the interests of harmony , 


between both sides of the House. This 
was not a Party question which raised 
any of the unhappy and bitter con- 
troversies that some parts of the Bill 
raised, and if the Amendment would 
produce peace he would be prepared to 
introduce those words. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said that 
he thought the words, though not 
going so far as he should desire, went a 
very long way, and, if the right hon. 
Gentleman would introduce the words 
he had suggested, he would be willing to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) hoped 
the Committee would adopt the words 
suggested by the First Lord. If the 
‘local authorities had to consider the 
existing supply they would very likely 
do much more than was in the draft of 
the Bill. 


Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.) did not 
wish to disturb the harmony of the com- 
promise, but he could not possibly vote 
in its favour unless there were inserted 
some such words as “such as may seem 
to them desirable.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is the same 
thing. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) thought that the words 
would improve the clause, but he did 
not think that they went far enough to 
secure the point which hon. Members 
really desired. He suggested that the 
Government, in laying on the authority 
the duty of considering the needs, might 

. also impose the duty of drawing up a 
report, and submitting a scheme. In that 
way they would secure what they 

- wanted. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 


authorities to decide too quickly. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE pointed out 
that in Wales it was not done quickly 
at all. There was a great deal of 
correspondence, and the Education De- 
partment and the Charity Commissioners 
helped very materially in the framing of 
the schemes. There was no friction, 
but it was two or three years before 
they got a practical working scheme. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR suggested that 
it would probably be rash to compel 
action on the part of the County 
Councils too early. He was also told 
that the early experiments of some of 
the counties in technical education had 
had to be revised, and probably it 
would be inexpedient to compel them 
too early to come to a decision on this 
matter. He, therefore, deprecated the 
suggestion of the hon. Baronet. 


*Mr. CHANNING recognised the spirit 
in which the concession had been made. 
He pointed out, however, that if a 
scheme was submitted to the Board of 
Education, the consideration of it need 
not be hurried, and the variety of treat- 
ment to which the Vice-President had 
alluded could be secured. It was of the 
utmost importance that in the co-ordina- 
tion and development of secondary 
education the fullest consideration must 
be given to private schools, endowed and 
other schools, from all points of view. 
This could only be secured by the making 
of a scheme, and any reasonable time 
could be fixed by the Board of Educa- 


tion for carrying it out. 


*Sm FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
deeply regretted the action of the 
Government in departing from the 
Rill of 1900, and inserting “may” 
instead of “ shall.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is the 


other ‘‘ may.” 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL said the 
action of the Government created bitter 
disappointment, and, therefore, he was 
glad that this important concession had 
been made. He believed great good would 


pro 
sug 
wal 
no 
obje 
the 
ver 
In 
and 
buil 
that 
they 
a ty 
alloy 
able 
whe 
use. 
trov 
hon. 
sim 
of - 
ment 
Oppc 
with 
woul 


VC 





$88 
‘dly 


sion 


out 
skly 
| of 
De- 
ners 
g of 
lon, 
fore 


that 
n pel 
aunty 
told 
e of 
had 
y it 
hem 
this 
the 


spirit 
nade. 
if a 
rd of 
need 
treat- 
had 
f the 
-dina- 
idary 
must 
1 and 
view. 
aking 
time 
1duca- 


Jigan) 
f the 
. the 
may” 


is the 


id the 
bitter 
1e was 
mn had 
would 


1489 Education 


be done by the proposed alteration. 
Many districts had suffered far too 
long from the want of education, and 
he hoped that the Bill, and particularly 
this clause, would be so worded that 
many of the evils at present existing 
would be removed. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that if the 
Amendment were withdrawn and the 
words suggested by the First Lord 
inserted, he would be precluded from 
moving an Amendment of which he 
had given notice. He felt that he 
must reserve his right, and, therefore 
he submitted that the First Lord, 
could not get more than the sub 
stitution of shall” for “*‘ may.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said in that 
case he would have to adhere to 
the word “ may.’’ He had no desire 
to press the Bill through without 
compromise, but he could not be 
expected to make an alteration which he 
honestly thought would not be in the 
interests of education. He had offered 
acompromise, and he still hoped it 
would be accepted. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
prepared to meet any reasonable com- 
promise ; but he thought the compromise 
suggested was simply a circumlocutory 
way of saying “‘may.” It really made 
no difference at all. What possible 
objection could there be to adopting 
the Welsh scheme? ‘That had worked 
very well. A scheme had to be submitted. 
In the meantime the funds accumulated, 
and they were used for the purpose of 
building schools. ‘The difficulty now was 
that there was no building fund, and 
they could not provide the schools out of | 
a twopenny rate. If the funds were | 
allowed to accumulate they would be 
able to build the schools in poor districts | 
where secondary education would be of 
use. This clause ought not to be con-| 
troversial, and seeing that there were 
hon. Members on both sides who were 
simply desirous of advancing the interests | 
of education, he thought the Govern- | 
ment might meet hon. Members on the | 
Opposition side by consenting to the 
withdrawal of this Amendment, which 
would save time. 
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Sirk EDWARD GREY asked if it 


would be in order on the Amendment 
inserting “shall,” to discuss the import- 
ance of framing a scheme. Would it be 
in order to have the debate continued on 
that Amendment ? 


* THe CHAIRMAN : The Amendment 
which the hon. Baronet alludes to does 
not appear on my Paper. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: It appears on 
the top of page 25. 


* Toe CHAIRMAN: It does not appear 
on my white Paper, but in any case, the 
present Amendment must be got rid of 
first. 


(11.5.) Mr. BRYCE said he desired 
to put a point to the right hon. Gentle- 
man which was in the minds of most 
of them. They were all grateful for 
the right hon. Gentleman’s concession, 
so far as it went, but the difficulty of it 
was that it left the matter absolutely to 
the discretion of the County Councils, 
and there was no certainty that the 
legitimate pressure of another authority 
would be forthcoming. On every side 
there was a disposition to dispose of the 
difficulty in an amicable way. If the 
right hon. Gentleman would modify his 
Amendment, so as to provide that the 
Board of Education should require a 
Statement to be submitted to them, with 
a view to enabling them to make repre- 
sentations to the local authorities, it 
would goa long way to meet the views 


'of the Opposition. The Royal Commis- 


sion dealing with this subject recom- 
mended that the Board of Education 
should be enabled to require the local 
authority to take steps for making due 
provision for secondary education. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR said that as far 
as he understood the right hon. Gentle- 


'man’s suggestion it would be carried out 


by these words— 

‘* The local education authority shall con- 
sider the needs and take such steps after con- 
sultation with the Education Department as 
may seem to them desirable to aid the supply 
of education other than elementary.” 

The whole spirit of the Bill was a 

decentralising spirit. He certainly be- 

lieved that the Education Department 

/ought to play a great part in all these 
3G 
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things as advisers, and that, he under- 
stood, was what the right hon. Gentleman | 
desired. 


Mr. CHAPLIN said his right hon. 
friend began by saying that he was willing | 
to move the words he had suggested if 
they produced general harmony. He 
was afraid, however, that they would not 
produce the general harmony which he 
desired. The effect of the proposal now 
put forward would be to make this clause 
more mandatory than it was at present, 
and for what? Simply to provide secon- 
dary education, and that at the expense 
of the rates and the rates alone. [Cries 
of “ No, no.”| He wished it to be under- 
stood that it would not produce harmony 
and that he intended to oppose it. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said that the 
real object they had at heart was to 
escape from the great danger of the 
County Council letting secondary educa- 
tion drop altogether. The Amendment 
proposed by the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury did not give them exactly what they 
wanted, but it did ensure that the County 
Council should take some steps. If they 
could not have anything else in he pre- 
ferred to have those words, because they 
would secure that the County Councils 
must take some steps, and if they did 
not do all they wanted them to do, they 
must put pressure upon them to do more. 


Dr. MACNAMARA | said that it 
appeared that, if after consultation with 
the Education Department the two bodies 
disagreed, the view of the local authority 
of what was necessary would be para- 
mount. That went further than the 
original proposal of the Bill and could 
not be accepted as satisfactory. The 
First Lord of the Treasury should intro- 
duce words which would provide that 
after a certain period of time the Board 
ot Education should come in and have 
the right to insist upon this. They were 
still left in the position that the local 
authority could please itself. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
suggested that they should now close 
with the offer, and he wished to say a 
word from this point of view. Like some 
of his hon. friends who had spoken, he 
was the Chairman of a County Council, 
and he could assure hon. Members that 
although there were County Councils 
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which would require screwing up to the 
mark, nevertheless, he believed they were 
the exception, and, as time went on, the 
great County Councils would rise to the 
level of public expectation. On the 
whole, he thought they had now ar- 
rived at a very sound compromise, and 
if they did not altogether agree with the 
compromise there were other Clauses 
upon which they could raise some of the 
points mentioned by his hon. friend. 
He trusted they would now accept the 
words offered, which would make a very 
great improvement in the Bill. 
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Ear PERCY said he could not accept 
the new form of compromise which 
seemed to him to infringe a very im- 
portant principle of the Bill. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) 
said that what they all desired was that 
they should make progress with secondary 
education, and it was rather strange that 
it should be left to him to defend thefreely- 
elected local authorities. He thought 
that their past history showed that they 
were fit to be trusted with those duties. 
They had done much already for 
Secondary and Technical Education— 
and he could not doubt that they would 
act in the same spirit in the future. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment made, by in inserting, 
after the last Amendment, the words— 


‘“«Shall consider the needs and take such 
steps as seem to them desirable after consul- 
tation with the Board of Edueation to.”—(l/r. 
A. F- Balfour.) 


*(11.30.) Mr. MATHER said the 
object of the Amendment standing in 
his name on the Paper was to clearly 
define secondary education instead of 
providing for “education other than 
elementary.” He desired that the edu- 
cation authority should understand that 
their duties were extremely important 
and of a 
namely, that they shall supply 

“Secondary, technical, and higher education, 
and shall provide for the organisation and _co- 
ordination of all forms of education, including 
| the training of teachers, within their areas.” 
'The right hon. Gentleman ought to 
give some attention to this Amend- 
| ment, because it fulfilled what he 


very responsible character, 
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had expressed as his desire that 
secondary education should hecome 
an extremely important duty to be 
imposed upon the local education 
authority. What they wanted in their 
country districts at the present time 
was that they should be provided with 
an education which would fit them for 
the industrial and commercial world, 
and for the great duties which faced 
them at the present time. He did not 
think it was sufficient to define this 
education simply as ‘‘ education other 
than elementary.” It was important 
that the new education authorities 
should clearly understand what Parlia- 
ment expected from them. It expected 
that they should provide for all the 
stages of education, such as evening con- 
tinuation schools formerly conducted by 
the School Boards, and higher grade 
elementary schools such as were under 
under the School Boards until the Courts 
declared it to be illegal, should be con- 
tinued by the local education authority. 
But in addition to that there should be 
secondary education in the sense of 
a high school course to prepare for 
instruction in technical education in the 
true sense of the word technical; that 
was not merely night schools providing 
certain classes of instruction for artisans, 
but also facilities in all school areas for a 
systematic course of day instruction to 
those scholars who had passed through 
the elementary schools. There should 
also be provided high school training 
ior commercial and other pursuits, so t hat 
students who passed through these 
stages might be made fit to enter the 
higher technical schools which they 
hoped to establish later on. 
Technical Instruction Acts the local 
authorities had certain powers of rating, 
but he would remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that only £100,000 per 
annum had been levied under the 1d. 
rate up to the present day. That sum 
did not in any way touch the question of 
secondary education, nor did it adequately 
provide tor technical instruction in the 
true sense of the term. He earnestly 
hoped that the First Lord of the 
Treasury would permit the words pro- 
posed to be inserted in the Bill. If the 
words he suggested were adopted, it 


Education 


would impress upon the local authorities | 


the gravity and magnitude of the re- 
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sponsibility Parliament had placed upon 
them, but the words in the Clause would 
leave them in doubt as to what Parlia- 
ment expected of them. What was 
wanted as quickly as possible was that 
there should be placed in the hands of 
the authorities all the resources Parlia- 
ment could give them for the education 
of the people, so that they might be able 
to conduct the great industries of the 
country, and be capable of grappling 
with the great problems which were 
coming up every day. In America it 
was computed that nearly 1 per cent. 
ot the population had received a college 
education. The Technical Instruction 
Act of 1889, with all its benefits, had im- 
perfections, and it was not sufficient at 
present merely to follow on the lines of 
that measure. We must rise higher in 
the future, and if the words of the 
Amendment were inserted, the local 
authorities would be impressed with the 
importance cf the patriotic duties they 
had to perform in providing for higher 
education. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 19, to leave out the words 
‘education other than elementary,’ and insert 
the words ‘secondary, technical, and higher 
edueation, and shall provide for the organisa- 
tion and co-ordination of all forms of education, 
including the training of teachers, within their 
area.’ ’’—(VUr. Mather.) 

(Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): 
Are the words ‘‘ shall provide”’ in order ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Those are the 
words proposed to be inserted. They do 
not contradict any decision of the Com- 
mittee. 


Str JOHN GORST said the Amend- 
ment in no way increased the power of 
the local authorities. All that was in 
the Amendment was included in the 
words in the original Bill, and when for 
general words they substituted specific 
words they ran the risk of leaving 
something out. If one wished to give 
extensive powers it was better to use wide 
general words than to specify the par- 
ticulars which they comprised. As the 
Clause stood, it gave the local authority 
power to supply every kind of education 
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whatsoever except elementary education. 
Then the hon. Member said it was 
necessary to put in words of this kind, in 
order to instruct the local authority as 
to the various kinds of education it 
might give. That had been rendered 
quite unnecessary by an Amendment 
which the Committee had just adopted 
providing that the local authority should 
consult the Board of Education. In 
that consultation quite ample provision 
was made to see that nothing was left out. 
The Board of Education having experi- 
ence of what was being done by local 
authorities generally, would at once call 
upon an authority to provide a particular 
kind of higher education, if it were found 
that such provision had not been made. 

Mr ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) asked whether in defining 
secondary education as education other 
than elementary, the Committee would 
not be running into the opposite danger 
to that which they sought to avoid. 
Elementary education had not been 
closely detined. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Govern- 
ment had feared to exclude something 
which they wanted to put in by defining 
secondary education—for instance, such 
acase as that of acontribution by the 
County Council of Birmingham to the 
Birmingham University. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he did 
not wish to shut out any form of educa- 
tion. It was often argued by some that 
secondary education must begin when 
the scholar was ten or eleven years of 
age. Would theschools be able to claim 
assistance from the County Councils 
under the words “‘ other than element- 
ary” for children of ten or eleven years of 
age who were in schools formally approved 
by the) Education Department ? He was 
atraid that money intended for secondary 
education might go topreparatory schools, 
because of the view taken of the status of 
the latter in a report issued by the Board. 


Adjournment of 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
consider this point. 
Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the | 


aim seemed to be the same on both 


sides of the House, and the point was | 


what words were to be used. Hethought 
it was extremely doubtful if the words 


‘other than elementary ” stood part of | 


Sir J oh n Gorst. 
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the Clause, whether a court of law would 
hold that the training of teachers was 
covered by these words. His hon. 
friend proposed to insert the specific 
words ‘‘including the training of 
teachers.’’ He pointed to the words con- 
tained in the Government Bill of 1896, 
as justifying the Amendment now pro- 
posed. He thought Parliament should 
bring these matters to the attention of 
the local authorities in order that they 
might know definitely what they could 
deal with. Either the words were 
entirely unnecessary in the Bill of 1896, 
or they were necessary in this Bill. The 
Amendment did not seek to exclude 
anything at all from the operation of the 
Clause. What it did was to call the at- 
tention of the local authorities to the 
matters they ought to direct their atten- 
tion to. 

It being midnight, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his report to the 
House. 
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Committee report progress ; to sit 

again Tomorrow. 

PAROCHIAL MEDICAL OFFICERS DIs- 
MISSED IN HIGHLAND CROFTING 
COUNTIES. 

Return ordered, “showing the number 
of Medical Officers dismissed by Parish 
Councils in each Crofting County during 
each of the seven years 1895-1901, name 
of the Parish Council, and the cases in 
which a cause of dismissal was assigned.” 
—(Mr. Weir.) 

LOCAL TAXATION LICENCES, 1901-2. 

Return ordered, ‘of the amount 
received in respect of each administrative 
county and county borough in England 
and Wales for Local Taxation Licence 
Duties and Penalties, under The Local 
Government Act, 1888, in the year 
ended the! 3lst day of March, 1902.”— 
(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 

COUNTY COUNCIL ELECTIONS, 

AND 1901, 

Return ordered, “showing, for each 
administrative county in England and 
Wales, the total number of Electoral 
Divisions and the number of such 
Divisions in which the elections: of 
County Councillors were contested in 
each of the years 1898 and 1901.”—- 


1898 


| (Mr. Lough.) 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Tweive o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 

BILL [u.1. ], 
Tuesday, 24th June, 1902. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
| BILL [#.1.], 


The Marquess of Bute sat first in 
Parliament after the death of his father. 


| 

| 
OTT RNY | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [u.1.}. 


— | Read 3* (according to order), and 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [H.1.], 


RICHMOND HILL (PRESERVATION _ | Passed, and sent to the Commons. 


OF VIEW) BILL. fae . : 
: : | TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
A printed copy of the Bill and of | (No. 1) BILL [u.t.]. 


certain Amendments proposed to be | 

made thereto, so far as the said Bill and 

Amendments relate to the Dysart Estates, 
‘referred to two English Judges. 





House in Committee (according to 
order): Amendments made; Standing 
Committee negatived; The Report of 
Amendments to be received on Thursday 


| next. 
WEST HAMPSHIRE WATER BILL [u.1.]. | 


Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL, 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bills reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 

TICEHURST WATER BILL. and Bills to be read 3* on Thursday next. 
Reported, without Amendment. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL. 
YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [H.1.], House in Committee (according to 
(ON RECOMMITMENT.) | . c 
: | order): The Amendments proposed by 
Reported, with Amendments. |the Select Committee made; further 
| Amendments made ; Standing Committee 

LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE /negatived; the Report of Amendments 

> TAW IVTAPR <p TERS : 1 
RAILWAY (VARIOUS POW ERS) BILL. to be received on Thursday next. 

Report from the Select Committee, | 
That the Committee had not proceeded | Seer aree ; ies ara 
with the consideration of the Bill, the | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
opposition thereto having been with- | — 


Table. The Orders made on the 6th and | 


| I, Supplementary regulations for 
12th instant discharged ; and Bill com- | : . 


secondary day schools and for 
evening schools, from 1st August 

: 1902, to 31st July 1903. 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [#.L.]. | . : ‘ ee , - 
allie nad manual sacl wait te the | II. General Reports of his Majesty’s 
ah om genes | inspectors on elementary schools 

Commons. eRe . 
and training colleges, for the 


year 1901. 
KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 3 ‘ 
RAILWAY BILL, Presented (by Command), and ordered 


Read 34, and passed. to lie on the Table. 


oe VIVISECTION. 
BEDFORD ee vara | Petition for the suppression of the 
% | practice of ; of inhabitants of Bristol and 
SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. | Glifton ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Returned from the Commons with the | Table. 
Amendments agreed to. | a 


VOL. CIX. [FourtH SERIES. | | 3H 








1499 Illness of the King— 


ILLNESS OF THE KING—POSTPONE- 
MENT OF THE CORONATION. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, | think 
the House will quite agree with me that, 
in the unfortunate 
which the country is placed today, the 
House will be pleased to hear from the 
Prime Minister what account he can 
give of his Majesty, and what he pro- 
poses co do on this occasion with regard 
to our sitting. I am sure it is neediess 
for me to say that this House most 
deeply sympathises with his Majesty and 
all the Royal Family, and in fact with 
all the country, on the very distressing 
event which has occurred, and which has 
cist a gloom which one can hardly 
describe over the Metropolis and the 
whole of the kingdom. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SaLts- 
puny): My Lords, I am sure that the 
House generally and all his Majesty's 
subjects will deeply sympathise with the 
words spoken by the noble Earl, and 
will recognise how deep a sorrow, and 
how deep an augury of sorrow, has been 
cast by the events of the last few hours 
upon the political, the social, and the 
affectionate feelings of the people of this 
country. It is a very great and very 
deep sorrow that has been cast upon us. 
All that we can do at present is to hope 
and pray for the best, and to console 
ourselves with the knowledge that the 
distinguished surgeons who have been 
called in entertain the most satisfactory 
views with respect to the progress of 
their distinguished patient. 
finite language than that it is impossible 
for us to use. 


circumstances in | 


More de- | 


An operation of singular | 


{LORDS} Postponement of the Coronation. 1500 


| be disappointed on this occasion, and 
that the hope which they had of express- 
ing in the most formal manner their 
loyalty and their affection for the 
King should be unavoidably dissipated 
and frustrated. It is not possible, of 
course, to remedy that evil. The great 
celebrations which were intended in 
_honour of the Coronation—the Naval 
Review and other similar celebrations— 
now cannot take place. Some days, 
some weeks, will in the best event 
elapse before his Majesty is restored to 
his usual health, The progress of his 
disease towards convalescence will be 
accompanied by the earnest sympathy 
and sincere and constant hopes and 
prayers of his affectionate subjects. | 
do not know that I have anything else 
to say. It is evident that no action is 
required on our part or could be taken 
while matters are still in a position of 
transition; but I think we have every 
ground to hope that the issue will be 
a favourable and a speedy one, and 
that we shall be able to return to our 
ordinary avocations and hopes at an 
early period. I think it would be un- 
necessary for me to enter more fully 
into the circumstances of the disappoint- 
ment which has been so extensively 
suffered, or to point out in what 
manner they could be remedied or 
affected. Such great calamities as 
have happened, and the much greater 
calamities that have been threatened, 
must be looked upon by us with the 
| trustful hope and belief that the health, 
the strength, and the consciousness of the 
affection of his subjects, will support our 
Sovereign throughout the trial which he 
has been called upon to suffer. 


severity has been performed with success, | 


and leaves behind every hope and _ pros- 
pect of a prosperous issue. We cannot 
say more than that. We know that for 
three or four days at least—it may be 


a day or two longer—there must be un- | 


certainty ; and all we can dois to hope 
and long for the most succesful issue. I 
believe that under the circumstances 
matters could hardly have gone better, 
and that is the great consolation that 
we have. It isa smaller matter, but yet 
it is not a matter of small importance, 
that enormous numbers of people should 


The following Motion stood on the 
Paper in the name of the Marquess of 
Salisbury :—“‘To move that the House 
at its rising do adjourn to Friday, 4th 
July next.” 


Eart SPENCER, calling attention to 
the Motion, said :—I see the next Order on 
,the Paper is the adjournment of the 
| House till 4th July. I do not know 
| whether the noble Marquess proposes to 
_ goon with that Motion or to postpone 
| 1t. 
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1591 University of Wales 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Iam sorry I did not make myself quite 
clear. [I do not think it would be quite 
expedient to part with the House for 
ten days under existing circumstances, 
but I should propose that we adjourn till 
Thursday, and then we can make further 
provision. 


‘THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortry): That is an ad- 
journment in the ordinary way. 


THe Marquess oF SALISBURY : Yes. 


LorD TWEEDMOUTH: May I ask 
whether anything can be done in the 
matter of the proposed public holidays 
on Thursday and Friday. That is a 
matter of considerable importance and 
interest to business men throughout the 
country. 


THe Marevess or SALISBURY: I 
hope there is no confusion, but it is 
obvious that these are matters of Act of 
Parhament. These holidays will go on. 
PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) BILL 
[H.L. ], 

Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee, without Amendment, and to be 
read 3, on Thursday next. 


IMMORAL TRAFFIC (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[SEcoND READING. | 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*Lorp KINNAIRD: My Lords, the 
object of this Bill, which has come up to 
your Lordships from the House of 
Commons, is to extend to Scotland the 
Vagraney Act, 1898, which has been 
found to work well in England. Many 
instances have come before the Magis- 
trates lately of male persons living 
on the proceeds of prostitution in Scot- 
land, and those competent to judge 
believe that this Bill will be of 
great value in reducing this nefarious 
trattic 
punishment of offenders. 


(Lord Kinnaird.) 


{24 JUNE 1902} 


by making provision for the | 


(Graduates) Bill. 1502 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALFour of BuRLEIGH) : My Lords, 
I do not propose to offer any objection 
to the passing of this Bill. The noble 
Lord has correctly told the House that 
it extends to Scotland an Act which 
was passed for England about four 
years ago. I understand that those who 
know say that the effect of the passing of 
that Act,so far as England was concerned, 
was to compel a number of extremely un- 
desirable persons to leave the Metropolis. 
There is a theory that some of them, at 
anyrate, went to Glasgow, but I have 
not been ableto find any facts in support 
of it. Another evil has grown up in 
Glasgow which I believe the promoters 
of this Bill think they can strike under 
it. I am advised that they are too san- 
guine in their anticipation, and that 
the particular evil aimed at, so far as 
Glasgow is concerned, will not be affected 
by this Bill. But as I am assured by 
the Home Office that the Act as applied 
to England has been productive of good 
in the Metropolis, I see no objection to 
its extension to Scotland. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 
2° accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on 
Thursday next. 


UNIVERSITY OF WALES (GRADUATES) 


LL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lord WINDSOR: My Lords, the 
object of this Bill is to give the gradu- 
ates of the University of Wales the 
same status and privileges as are pos- 
sessed by the graduates of Oxford, 
Cambridge, London, and Victoria Uni- 
versities. The Bill was introduced in 
another place by Mr. Brynmor Jones, 
and supported by Welsh members on 
both sides of the House. It also has the 
approval of the Incorporated Law 
Society. The Bill will remove the dis- 
ability under which the Welsh Univer- 
sity suffers in regard to solicitors. At 
the present moment, solicitors who have 
graduated in the Welsh University have 


to be articled for five years instead of 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.— | 


three years as at the other Universities, 
a fact which acts as a drawback upon 


3H2 
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the former. 
result of the Bill at this moment, but it 
was drawn widely in order to give the 


graduates of the University of Wales the | 
same status and privileges as have been | 


granted to the other Universities. 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 2*.— 
(Lord Windsor.) 

Eart SPENCER: As I 
the University of Wales I most cordially 
support the Second Reading of this Bill. 
I am sure that your Lordships will all 
agree that the graduates of this new 
University should have the same privi- 
leges as those of the older Universities, 
and that you will, therefore, read the 
Bill a second time. 

On Question, agreed to; Bill read 
2° accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on 
Tuesday next. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Five o’clock, to Thurs- 
day next, a quarter past Four 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 24th June, 1902. 

The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

PRIVATE BILLS. 

[Lorps. | 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
petitions tor Private Bills, that in the 
ease of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz.— 

NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL 

{Lorps]. 


EDGWARE AND HAMPSTEAD RAIL- 
WAY BILL [Lorps]. 


Ordered. That the Bills 
second time. 
Lord Windsor. 


be read a 


{COMMONS} 
That is the only actual 


have the, 
honour to be an honorary member of | 


Bill Business. 1504 


BELFAST CORPORATION BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. va 


RICKMANSWORTH GAS BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


COMMONS REGULATION (SODBURY) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER. 

Bill to confirm a ‘Provisional Order 
under the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, 
for the regulation of the Commons in 
the parishes of Chipping Sodbury, Old 
Sodbury, and Little Sodbury, in the 
county of Gloucester, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Hanbury and{Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain. 


COMMONS REGULATION (SODBURY) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

Ordered, That, in the case of the 
Commons Regulation (Sodbury) Pro- 
visional Order Bill, Standing Order 
193a be suspended, and the Bill be read 
the first time.—(7’he Chairman of Ways 
and Means.) 


COMMONS REGULATION (SODBURY) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

“To confirm the Provisional Order 
under the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, 
for the regulation of the Commons in 
the parishes of Chipping Sodbury, Old 
Sodbury and Little Sodbury in the 
County of Gloucester,” presented and 
read the first time accordingly ; referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 250.] 


MEDWAY AND THAMES CANAL BILL 
[Lorps}. 

Reported with Amendments; Report 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 9.) 

Mr. TatroN EGERTON reported from 
the Committee on Group 9 of Railway 
Bills ; that, for the convenience of partie< 
the Committee had adjourned till 
Monday next, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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1505 Message from 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
inittee. 


l. “That in the case of the Fleetwood 
Urban District Council, Petition for 
Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with. That the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill. 


2. “ That in the case of the Weardale 
and Shildon District Water Bill [ Lords}. 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with. That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


FLEETWOOD URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. 
Report [this day| from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Worsley-Taylor and Mr. Helme. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDSs. 

That they have agreed to, London 
f;overnment Scheme (Southwark) Bill, 
Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Rail- 
way Bill, without Amendment, Kent 
Water Bill, West Ham Gas Bill, South 
Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill, 
City of London (Streets) Bill, now, City 
of London (Public Health) Bill, Knares- 
borough Improvement Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made bv the Board of Trade 
under the Gas and Water Works Facili- 
ties Act, 1870, relating to Beccles Water, 
Burnham and District Water, Croft 
(Leicestershire) Water, Borough of Ports- 
mouth Water, and Woodford Halse 
Water.” [Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Gas 
and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, 
relating to Bridge-of-Earn Gas, Clay 
Cross Gas, Harwich Gas, and Hornsey 
Gas.” [Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 
2) Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders 
granted by the Board of Trade under 


the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 


{24 JUNE 1902} 
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1888, relating to Ardsley East and West, 
Barton Regis, Blaydon, Chester-le-Street, 
Church Stretton, Lees, Lower Bebington, 
Newburn, Seghill, Earsdon, and Tyne- 
mouth (Rural), and Stanley (Yorkshire).” 
[Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill { Lords). 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts 1882 and 1888, and The 
Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, 
relating to Carnoustie, Dumbarton, 
Glasgow (Kinning Park), Govan (Exten- 
sion), Nairn, and St. Andrews.” [ Elec- 
tric Lighting Provisional Orders (No 5) 
Bill { Lords}. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
incorporating the Piccadilly, City, and 
North-East London Railway Company, 
and for empowering them to construct 
railways from the London United Elec- 
tric Railways at Hyde Park Corner, in 
the Parish of St. George’s, Hanover 
Square, through London to Tottenham 
and Palmer’s Green, Southgate, in the 
City of London, and in the counties of 
London and Middlesex; and for other 
purposes.” [Piccadilly, City, and North- 
East London Railway Bill | Lords}. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for in- 


corporating the London United Electric 


Railways Company, and for empowering 
them to construct railways from Ham- 
mersmith to Hyde Park Corner, and from 
Clapham Junction to the Marble Arch, 
in the County of London: for authoris- 
ing agreements bet ween the said company 
and the London United Tramways (1901), 
Limited, and others; and for other pur- 


poses.” [London United Electric Rail- 
ways Bill {Lords}. 
Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 


authorise the alteration of the railways 
of the Great Northern and Strand Rail- 
way Company and the transfer of their 
undertaking and powers tothe Brompton 
and Piccadilly Cireus Railway Company 

and for other purposes.” [Great 


Northern and Strand Railway Bill 
| Lords}. 
Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘An Act to 


confer further powers on the Brompton 
and Piccadilly Cireus Railway Company 
for the construction of new railways and 
works, and for the use of part of the 
Metropolitan District Railway, to extend 
the time for compulsory purchase of 
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land and completion of works, and to 
authorise working and other agreements 
with other companies; and for other 
purposes.” [Brompton and Piccadilly 
Cireus Railway (New Lines, etc.) Bill 


{ Lords}. 
Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers on the Great 


Northern and City Railway Company, 
and to extend the time for the completion 
of the authorised railway of that Com- 
pany 5 and for other purposes.” {Great 
Northern and City Railway Bill { Lords}. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
conferring further powers upon the 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway Company ; for authorising agree- 
ments with the Metropolitan District 
Railway Company, the South Eastern and 
Chatham Railway Companies Managing 
Committee, the South Eastern Railway 
Company, and the Baker Street and 
Waterloo Railway Company; and for other 
purposes.” Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) 
Bill [ Lords}. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to em- 
power the Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway Company, to extend 
their authorised railways to Highgate : 
and for other purposes.” [Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) 
Bill | Lords}. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to ex- 
tend the time for the compulsory pur- 
chase of lands for and completion of the 
railways and works authorised by the 
North-West London Railway Act, 1899 ; 
and for other purposes.” {North-West 
London Railway Bill {Lords}. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An <Act to 
confer further powers on the Baker Street 
and Waterloo Railway Company.” [Baker 
Street and Waterloo Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to in- 
corporate the Mexborough and Swinton 
Tramways Company, and to empower 
that Company to make and maintain 
tramways and other works ; and for other 
purposes.” {Mexborough and Swinton 
Tramways Bill [ Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to in- 
corporate the Saddleworth and Spring- 
head 
power that Company to make and 
maintain tramways and other works ; 
and for other purposes.” 
and Springhead Tramways Bill { Lords}. 


{COMMONS} 


Tramways Company, and to em-, 


[Saddleworth 


the Lords. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to ex- 
tend the periods for taking lands for and 
for the construction and completion of 
the light railway and tramways trans- 
ferred by and authorised by the Hastings 
Tramways Act, 1900; and for other 
purposes.” Hastings Tramways Bill 
| Lords}. 

And also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
for vesting inthe Taff Vale Railway 
Company the undertaking of the Aber- 
dare Railway Company ; and for other 
purposes.” [Taff Vale Railway Bill 
[Lords]. 
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WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Loxrps}. 

Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. | Bill 253.) 

GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 

BILL [Lorps}.§ 

Read the first time; referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills, and to be printed. {Bill 254.} 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [Lorps}. 
Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. {Bill 255.] 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [Lorps}. 
Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 256. | 
PICCADILLY, CITY, AND NORTH-EAST 
LONDON RAILWAY BILL [Loxps}. 
LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC RAIL 
WAYS BILL [Lorps]}. 

GREAT NORTHERN AND STRAND 
RAILWAY BILL | Lorps}. 
BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY (NEW LINES, &c.) BILL [Lorps), 
GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY RAIL 
WAY BILL [Loxps]. 

CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1 AND No. 3) 

BILL [Lorps}. 

CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 2) BILL [Lonps]}. 
NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY BILL 
[ Lorps]. 

BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 


/MEXBOROUGH AND SWINTON TRAM- 


WAYS BILL [Lorps]. 


SADDLEWORTH AND SPRINGHEAD 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. 
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Questions. 
HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 

Read the first time; and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions against; From Stockton-on- 
Tees; Gawthorpe; Batley; Luton ; 
Norwood ; Woodhouse ; Leicester 
(three); Scarborough; Selly Oak ; 


Dursley; and Durham: to lie upon 
the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT (1901) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 


Petition from Battersea, in favour: to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
fEAST INDIA (IMPERIAL SERVICE 
FORCE), 
Return [presented 20th June] to be 
printed. {No. 238}. 


NAVY (WATER-TUBE BOILERS). 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
Committee appointed by the Lords 
Commissioners of the Admiralty to con- 


sider certain questions respecting 
Modern Types of Boilers for Naval 


Purposes [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy presented, of General Reports of 
His Majesty’s Inspectors on Elementary 
Schools and Training Colleges for the 
year 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy presented, of Supplementary 
Regulations for Secondary Day Schools 
and for Evening Schools from Ist 
August 1902 to 3lst July 1903 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. -, 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTEs. 


Questions. 


Civil Service—Unestablished and Estab- 
lished Service —Pensions. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., 8.) : To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, in view ef the fact that men 
copyists on appointment to the assistant 
clerks’ class were allowed to count one- 
half of their unestablished service towards 
pension, he can extend a similar privilege 
to those boy copyists who have since 
obtained permanent appointments in the 
Civil Service. 

(Adnsuer.) I can hold out no hope of 
such a change as the hon. Member sug- 
gests. The two cases are not analogous, 
and the service of boys is never reckoned 
as pensionable.—( Treasury.) 

Proposed Allowance to Reservists 

remaining in South Africa. 

Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
we!l, Dulwich): To ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether, in view of the 
fact that the War Office has no power to 
grant those members of the reserve forces 
who are willing to remain in South 
Africa an allowance of 10s. a week for 
a period of three years, so as to constitute 
a national reserve body liable for active 
service at any time within that period, 
and that the Colonial Office have no funds 
at their disposal from which to make up 
such reservists’ pay to this weekly sum, 
he will sanction the grant to the War 
Oftice of the additional amount necessary. 


(Answer.) Ido not think this Question 
should have been addressed to me, as it is 
not my province to initiate proposals for 
expenditure ; but I am not prepared to 
make any proposal to Parliament of the 
nature suggested.—(7reasury.) 


Enlistment—Case of G. W. McCracken. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that George Walker 
McCracken enlistedin the Royal Engineers 
in January last at Belfast, and was then 
attested medically and otherwise, being 
told that he must wait a week or so for 
certain papers from the War Office ; and 
that he was urged to join another regiment 
on the understanding that he could be 
transferred to the Royal Engineers. And, 
will he explain why, on joining the &th 
Hussars, this man had been refused the 
transfer promised. 
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(Adnswer.) There is nothing on this 
man’s attestation paper to bear out the 
statement that he enlisted for the Royal 
Engineers. The question of his transfer 
is one for the general officers commanding 
concerned.—(/Vur Office.) 


Questions. 


Light Railway—Lincoln-Scawby. 

Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY - GORE 
(Licolnshire, Gainsborough): To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he will 
state what facilities can be afforded by 
the Government, under the Light Rail- 
ways Act, to the district lying between 
the city of Lincoln and Kirton-in-Lindsey 
for the creation of a light railway between 
the two places; and what contribution 
would be expected from the inhabitants 
of the district through which the light 
railway would pass. 

(Answer.) An Order, entitled the North 
Lincolnshire Light Railway Order, was 
confirmed by the Board of Trade early in 
1900, under which powers were given to 
construct a line between Lincoln and 
Scawby, which would apparently serve 
the locality referred to by the hon. 
Member. ‘The question of Government 
assistance by way of loan or special 
advance would be one for the Treasury. 
It is not understood that any application 
for such assistance has been made in 
respect of the scheme mentioned. The 
board of Trade would give careful con- 
sideration to any request made to them 
for a Certificate under Section 5 of The 
Light Railways Act, 1896.—(Board of 
Trade.) 


Middlesbrough Superintendent of Mer- 
cantile Marine, &c. 

Mr. HARRIS (Tynemouth): To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
the appointment of a third-class surveyor 
of customs (late a laboratory chemist) to 
be Superintendent of Mercantile Marine, 
Receiver of Wrecks, Registrar to the 
Royal Naval Reserve, Registrar of Ship- 
ping, and Collector of Customs at Middles- 
brongh; and whether he will consider 
the advisability, in the interests of ship- 
owners and seamen, of withholding in 
this instance the appointments issuable 
hy the Board of Trade under sections 
246 and 566 of The Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894. 

(Answer.) [have ascertained from the 
Board of Customs, that the gentleman 
referred to in the hon. Member’s Question 
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was appointed Collector of Customs at 
Middlesbrough after careful consideration 
of his qualifications. The Board of Cus- 
toms tell me that they have satisfied 
themselves that the Gentleman is, in 
respect of ability, knowledge, and experi- 
ence, competent to fill the post of collec- 
tor, and they feel assured that he will 
prove himself equally competent to dis- 
charge any other duties, usually fulfilled 
by a Collector of Customs, which may 
be entrusted to him by the Board of 
Trade. In these circumstances, I should 
not feel justified in withholding my 
sanction to his appointment under  see- 
tions 246 and 566 of The Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, as Superintendent 
of the Mercantile Marine Office and 
Receiver of Wrecks at Middlesbrough. 


(Bourd of Trade.) 


Identification of Motor Cars. 


Sin HOWARD VINCENT (Shettield, 
Central): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if his atten- 
tion has been called to instances in which 
motorists, having brought about carriage 
accidents, have driven away at full speed 
without aifording any opportunity for 
their identification ; and if His Majesty's 
Government will introduce _ legislation 
without delay to compel all motors to 
bear a conspicuous number, lettered by 
counties, on their vehicles as in France, 
the United States, and other countries. 


(Answer.) My attention has been 
called to some instances of the kind 
referred to by hon. and gallant friend. 
The question of securing the identification 
of motor cars is under my consideration, 
but I cannot undertake to propose legis- 
lation on the subject during the present 
session. —(Locul Government Board.) 


Bank of England and Powers of Attorney. 


Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.) : 
To ask Mr. Attorney General whether, 
seeing that it is the custom to deposit 
original powers of attorney in the Central 
Oftice of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
where it is filled for reference ; and that, 


whether after such filling it is impossible 
for the holder to re-obtain possession, he 
can take steps to induce the Governors of 
the Bank of England to recognise the 
original power of attorney equally with 
the office copy. 
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(Answer.) In view of the reasons of 
convenience which have led to the adop- 
tion by the Bank of England of the pre- 
sent practice, I do not see my way to 
take steps to have it altered.—(Mr. 

Attorney General.) 

THE KING—POSTPONE- 
MENT OF THE CORONATION. 
(2.15.) THe FIRST LORD oF THE 

TREASURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Man- 
chester, E.): Sir, the greater number of 
the Members assembled here have pro- 
bably read the bulletin that was published 
an hour ago with regard to the King; 
hut in case somebody has not seen it, | 
will read it: 

“The King is suffering from peri- 
typhilitis. His condition on Saturday was 
so satisfactory that it was hoped that, with 
care, His Majesty would be able to go 
through the Coronation ceremony. On 
Monday evening a recrudescence became 
manifest, rendering a surgical operation 
necessary today.” 

That is signed by the various physicians 

attending His Majesty. ‘Since that 

bulletin was published, the operation to 
which it refers has been performed, and 
| have the intense gratification of in- 
forming the House that the operation 
went off most successfully, and that His 

Majesty is going on as well as possible. 

That announcement will, I am sure, raise 

a great load of anxiety from the mind of 

everyone who hears me. My first 

thought, on hearing the melancholy news 
this morning, was that the House might 
desire to mark its sense of the great 

(lisaster which has befallen the whole 

ommunity by adjourning, but on more 

areful reflection I have come to the 
conclusion that such a course would be 
ill-advised. The anxiety we all feel must 
be great, and that anxiety is necessarily 
augmented by the circumstances under 
which this great misfortune has befallen 

His Majesty, the Royal Family, and the 

whole country. I have come to the con- 

clusion that if this House were to take 
the exceptional course to which I have 
alverted, that which is anxiety in the 

public mind might become panic, and a 

wholly exaggerated idea of the present 

state of things might take possession of 
the public mind. That state of things is 
undoubtedly anxious and grave, but we 
ought not to use any stronger epithet 
than these two in regard to it ; and I am 


ILLNESS OF 
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Questions. 


convinced that, if we were to consider the 
| King’s condition such that it would be 
| improper to carry on the business of the 
country, we should produce a wholly false 
impression. In these circumstances, I do 
‘not propose to suggest any exceptional 
course to the House; and I am only 
thankful that I have been able to inform 
the House that, as far as we kuow at 
present, everything is going on as well as 
can possibly be expected. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I may say that I 
entirely approve of the course which, in 
these anxious and distressing circum- 
stances, the right hon. Gentleman has 
suggested. Like him, I have passed, and 
I daresay every one who hears me has 
passed, through the phase of contemplating 
escape from ordinary work and indulging 
one’s feelings by an adjournment. But | 
think the right hon. Gentleman has come 
to a wise conclusion, and that it is at once 
more consistent with the character of our 
countrymen, more in accordance with 
their general tone of feeling, and more 
likely, as he says, to prevent any 
exaggerated alarm on the part of the 
public, that we should go on with our 
business in the ordinary way. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Time-Expired Soldiers. 

*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
measures are to be taken in addition to 
or similar to those which in India have 
been taken and announced, to retain with 
the Colours men of the Army regular 


forces who would otherwise take their 
discharge. 
THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
There is no intention of taking any such 
measures. What has been done in India 
has already drawn considerably on the 
Reserve. I am sorry that, in replying to 
a previous Question put by the right hon. 
Baronet,+ the alteration made in the 
punctuation of the Question as originally 
printed in the Orders of the Day escaped 
notice. 





+ See page 690. 
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War Office—Committee on Royal 
Engineers and Works Department. 
Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 

beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 

whether he can inform the House when 
the Report of the Committee, presided 
over by Lord Esher, on the Royal Engin- 
eers and Works Department of the War 
Office, will be presented to the House. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This Committee 
was a Departmental Committee appointed 
to alvise the Secretary of State, and I 
have not decided to publish the Report. 


Report on Military Education. 

Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he has considered the Report 
upon Military Education, and can state 
whether he proposes to adopt the Report 
in its entirety or to take action upon 
certain of its recommendations only ; and, 
if the latter, can he give an outline of the 
reforms to be carried out. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Will the hon. 
Member kindly refer to my reply vester- 
day to a Question put by my honourable 
and gallant friend the Member for Bath ? + 
It is impossible for me to fix any date for 
giving a decision on the many important 
points involved. 


Disembodiment of Militia Regiments. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, in 
view of the fact that when a militia regi- 
ment is disembodied at short notice, hard- 
ship is experienced by a number of the 
men, who are unable to arrange to get 
work quickly, he will consider the advis- 
ability of giving officers commanding 
regiments long notice of the approximate 
date of disembodiment. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This question has 
been thoroughly considered, and, as the 
House has been already informed, it 
appears inexpedient to retain the troops 
in order to give them a longer notice. 


Hong Kong Defences. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, in view of the fact that during the 
war in South Africa no guns were avail- 
able for the purpose of fortifying the hills 





+ See page 1, 378. 
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which command the new Kowloon Terri- 
tory, Hong Kong, and Mirs Bay, will he 
say whether provision has been made in 
this year’s Estimates for a supply of 
modern guns for this purpose. 


Mr. BRODRICK: May I refer the 
hon. Member to the reply given in answer 
to a question put by him on the 24th of 
March,7 to which I have nothing to add ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WEIR: In consequence of the 
unsatisfactory nature of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s reply, I shall take the earliest 
opportunity of calling the attention of 
the House to the matter. 


Hong Kong Municipal Administration, 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he will 
consider the expediency of establishing 
a municipal council in Hong Kong, on 
lines similar to the councils which have 
already been established at Shanghai, 
Singapore, and Penang. 
Mr. BRODRICK: The question has 


been considered from time to time, but is 
not at present ripe for decision. 


Hong Kong Post Office. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether ar- 


rangements have been made for the 
establishment of a new Post Office at 


Hong Kong; and, having regard to the 
present number of the postal staff of the 
Colony, will he say whether the question 
of an increase of staff has yet been con- 
sidered. 


Mr. BRODRICK: A site for a new 
Post Office has been bought. In the last 
three years the postal staff has been in- 
creased by nearly fifty per cent., and at 
the present moment there is no proposal 
for a further increase before me. 


Mr. WEIR: Is not the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the present office 
is utterly unsuitable ? 


[No answer was returned |. 


Indian People’s Income. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India if he will state the 
income per head of the people of india 
during the year 1900. 





+ See (4) Debates, cv., $23. 
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1517 Questions. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord GrorGE HAMILTON, 
Middlesex, Ealing) : Iam afraid that I can- 
notcomply with the hon. Member’s request. 
Any such estimate so depends on hypo- 
thetical data as to deprive it of the 
authority which should be attached to 
official figures. 


Trade in Firearms with Eastern Natives. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
his attention has been called to the con- 
viction, on 18th June, of the Birmingham 
Safe Company, on a charge of exporting 
percussion caps to Persia concealed in 
safes; and if he will appoint a depart- 
mental committee to inquire into the 
extent of the trade in firearms with 
native races in the East, and to consider 
if additional powers are required for the 
control of this trade. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): The subject has 
for some years past occupied the attention 
of the Foreign Office and India Office 
who have been in constant communication 
with regard ‘to it. The suggestion con- 
tained in the latter part of the hon. 
Member's (Question shall be considered. 


Licensing of Stage Plays—Maeterlinck’s 
*““Monna Giovanna.” 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that a protest has been made 
against the refusal of the Lord Chamber- 
lain to license the production of a play of 
Maeterlinck’s, entitled “Monna Giovanna’: 
and whether he can take any steps to 
secure the grant of a licence. 


* THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircnuie, Croydon): The answer to the 
first part of the Question is in the affirma- 
tive. As te the second the matter rests 
with the Lord Chamberlain, who informs 
me that a licence to perform the play in 
French was refused after careful consider- 
ation, and that he sees no reason to alter 
his decision, nor can he hold out any hope 
that the matter will be reconsidered. 


White Estate, County Clare. 
Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Land Commission has refused to 
sell individually to the tenants in the few 
unsold holdings on the White Estate 
which are situated in the village of Laha- 
sheeda, county Clare ; and that the Land 
Purchase Commission has objected to 
advance the purchase money, whilst some 
tenants are themselves prepared to pay 
the full amount for their holdings; and 
will he cause inquiry to be made into the 
cause of those refusals. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynbHAM, Dover): The 
Land Commissioners stated that advances 
under the Land Purchase Acts would not 
be made in respect of certain very small 
garden plots, but that if the sales were 
carried out by cash payments the Com- 
missioners would vest the holdings in the 
purchasers, if so desired. 


Irish Training Colleges, 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry,5.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of [Ireland whether he will grant 
the Return relative to Training Colleges 
(Ireland) standing on today’s Paper. + 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
lreland whether he is aware that the 
interest and sinking fuid on the building 
loans made by the Government to the 
three Training Colleges in Dublin, are pid 
for those colleges by an annual vote by 
Parliament ; that similar loans for similar 
purposes have been made to the training 
colleges at Waterford, Limerick, and 
Belfast, but that in these cases interest 
and sinking fund have to be provided out 
of the revenue ; and, seeing that the same 
public work under the same public 
authority is being carried on by these 
training colleges, will he take steps to 
remove this inequality. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are 
correctly stated in the Question. The 
payment has been made since 1890 in 
accordance with an agreement of that 
date between the Irish Government and 
the Treasury, with the object of putting 
the three private Training Colleges then 
existing on the same footing as the 





+ See Return ordered on the 25th June. 
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Marlboro’ Street College managed by the 
National Board. The colleges at Belfast, 
Waterford, and Limerick have been 
established since the date of that arrange- 
ment, and it does not apply to them. 


Post Office and Continental Lottery 

irculars. 

Mr. MANSFIELD(Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing): | beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that Mem- 
bers and the general public are receiving 
circulars through the post of anew great 
money lottery, which is to be drawn in 
a Continental town ; that these circulars 
are being sent in letter form, posted in 
London, stamped at the Post Office, and 
contain directions to send replies and 
cash to an address abroad ; and whether 
he can take measures to prevent facilities 
being given by the Post Office for this 
tratiie. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUsTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Lottery cir- 
culars posted in open covers are withheld 
from delivery if observed, but it is not of 
course possible to examine every open 
cover passing through the post, and when 
circulars are sent in enclosed covers, the 
Post Office has no cognizance of the con- 
tents of such letters, and cannot therefore 
interfere with their transmission. Even 
if it were possible to detect them when 
presented at a Post Office for stamp- 
ing, their transmission through the post 
could not be etfectually prevented, as it 
would still be open to the senders to aflix 
stamps and post them in the ordinary 


wy, 


Education Bill. 

Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of Coun- 
cil on Education whether the local author- 
ity will have power, under Clause 8 of 
the Education Bill, to amalgamate neigh- 
houring schools belonging to the same 
denomination ina lecality or to re-organize 
their departments; and will the local 
authority have power to give instructions 
at centres on such subjects as cookery and 
manual instruction. 

I beg also to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether, in the event of there being more 
than one Education Committee for Ele- 
mentary Education as provided for in 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1520 
Clause 12 of the Education Bill, each such 
Committee will have power to fix the 
expenditure in its own district. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps I may 
be allowed to point out to the hon. Mem- 
ber that these questions are of a charae- 
ter which can be dealt with to better ad- 
vantage when we reach that part of the 
Bill with which they are concerned. | 
have not had time to consider them, and 
can therefore say no more. 


Business of the House. 

Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I think it will be necessary to ask the right 
hon. gentleman what he intends to do 
with regard to business, in the circum- 
stances in which we stand, and especially 
what his intentions are with regard to the 
preposed Adjournment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course, the 
Adjournment is at an end, as, unhappily, 
the occasion for it is indefinitely postponed. 
In these circumstances we had better go 
on with the Education Bill tonight. On 
Thursday we propose to take Seotch 
Estimates, if that is agreeable to the 
House. The Finance Bill was fixed for 
to morrow afternoon. I think that had 
better stand. I will consider whether it 
is desirable to take the Education Bill at 
the evening sitting tomorrow. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Many Members have made arrange- 
ments which will probably prevent so 
full an attendance tomorrow night as is 


desirable for a Bill like the Edueation 
Bill. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then I will 
not take the Education Bill tomorrow 
night. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I ask that the Irish Bill on the Paper 
shall not be taken tomorrow night, as 
some of the Irish Members have made 
arrangements which will render it im- 
possible for them to be present. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not very 
easy for me to settle the business on the 
spur of the moment. I quite understand 
the position in which hon. Members 
are placed, and any possible scheme of 
business must, I fear, be unpleasant to 
somebody. But we may expect to go on 
with the Licensing Bill at the evening 
sitting tomorrow. 


152 


aad 
Roy 
to tl 


\ 
like 
poi 
witl 
Seer 
no | 
stan 
evel 
legis 


publ 
* 


very 


thos 


M 
hon. 
alwa 
fall 
ordi 


first 


*] 
S.): 
Trea 
1. 


disc 


M 
glad 
until 
relat 
Vote 
absol 


Th 
Rese: 
nent 


REI 


Re 
with 
and 1 
Re 
print 


IN 
Or 
the in 
of Se 





1- 
C- 


le 


id 


ht 
lo 
m- 
lly 


he 


she 
ly, 
el. 
go 
On 
tch 
the 
for 
had 
r it 
| at 


LN ¢ 
age- 

so 
is 1s 


tion 


will 
rrow 


rd) 5 
‘aper 
t, as 
nade 

im- 


very 
1 the 
stand 
nbers 
re of 
nt to 
xO On 
ening 





1521 New Bills. 


The Public Holidays, 
*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: Will a new 


Royal Proclamation be issued with regard | 


to the Bank Holidays ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should not 
like to make a definite statement on that 
point, but I have had some conversation 
with my right hon. friend the Home 
Secretary, and I think that there can be 
no doubt that the public holidays will 
stand. The difficulty of making a change, 
even if a change could be made without 
legislation, is so great that I think the 
public holidays must stand. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Is not that a 
very strong reason for not sitting on 
those days ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the right 
hon. Baronet is aware, the House has 
always sat on Bank Holidays unless they 
fall in with our arrangements of the 
ordinary holidays. We always sit on the 
first Monday in August. 


Civil Service Estimates. 

*Mr. FITZROY (Northamptonshire, 
8.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will put down Class 
7, Vote 2, of Civil Service Estimates for 
discussion upon an early date. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall be 
glad to consider this question, but 
until I have some idea as to. the 


relative desire of the House to discuss one 

Vote rather than another I can give no 

absolute pledge on the subject. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to Royal Naval 

Reserve Volunteers Bill without Amend- 

ment. 

REPAYMENT OF LOANS BY LOCAL 

AUTHORITIES. 


Report from the Select Committee, 


with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 
and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 239.] 


IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER. 
Ordered, That the Select Committee on 


the imprisonment of a Member do consist | 


of Seventeen Members. 
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Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland, Mr. Atherley-Jones, 
Mr. Balfour, Sir Henry Campbell-Banner- 
man, Mr. Dillon, Sir John Dorington, Sir 


| William Hart Dyke, Mr. Halsey, Mr. 


MacNeill, Sir Herbert Maxwell, Sir Fran- 
cis Powell, Mr. William Redmond, Mr. 
Edmund Robertson, Mr. Lawson Walton, 
Mr. Wharton, and Mr. Wodehouse were 
accordingly nominated members of the 
said Committee. 

Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records, 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum of 
the Committee.—(Sir William Walrond.) 


NEW BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND). 

(2.35.) Mr. WYNDHAM: In asking 
leave to introduce a Bill “to further 
amend the law relating to local govern- 
ment in Ireland, and for other purposes 
connected therewith,” I may — shortly 
explain that the measure does not embody 
any great question of policy. Still, to 
avoid misconception, it is necessary that | 
should introduce it in a few words. Local 
Government has been in force in Ireland 
during a period of more than three years, 
and in the course of that time certain 
defects have been revealed, giving rise in 
some cases to inconvenience, sometimes to 
hardship and even injustice. These defects 
have been brought to the notice of the 
Government on more than one occasion, 
generally during the discussions on the 
Irish Local Government Board Vote. By 
this Bill it is intended to make good cer- 
tain undertakings given by the Govern- 
ment, and to remedy any other defects 
of a character analogous to those which 
have been dwelt upon in the House. The 
measure contains a number of provisions 
of a minor character, and deals, among 
other things, with the simplification of 
procedure and lessening the expense in 
cases where land is taken for roads, to 
obtain a further discretion in extending 
the time during which debts payable in 
respect of poor rate may be paid, to allow 
certain Urban District Councils to make a 
5 per cent. deduction of the proportion of 
Police and bridge rate required to be 
raised in their respective districts, and the 
holding of half-yearly instead of quarterly 
It will also 
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place Irish Councils on the same footing 
as English and Scotch Town Councils in 
regard to contributions from the general 
funds of the County Councils. I want to 
make it clear to the House that I am not 
proposing any fundamental change in the 
scheme and general character of the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that any- 
one who had watched the course of business 
would imagine for a moment that the 
right hon. Gentleman was introdue- 
ing a Bill dealing with the really large 
defects which had been disclosed in the 
working of the Irish Local Government 
Act. The only objection he had to the 
Bill was that it dealt with smali defects, 
and paid no attention to the larger defects 
which had often been disclosed. The right 
hon. Gentleman had better make up his 
mind to submit these measures to adequate 
discussion in the House, if he desired to 
get them passed. It had been the practice 
recently of the right hon. Gentleman to 
introduce a number of small Bills dealing 
with important subjects in Ireland, ex- 
pecting on that account that they should 
be allowed to go through without discus: 
sion. This took place last session; but 
the time had come when that policy must 
be abandoned. He would not agree to 
any of these Bills going through unless 
they were submitted to the House with 
adequate opportunity for their discussion. 

Bill to further amend the law relating 
to Local Government in Ireland, and for 
other purposes connected therewith, or- 
dered to be brought in by Mr. Wyndham 
and Mr. Attorney General for Ireland. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 


“To further amend the law relating to 
Local Government in Ireland, and for 
other purposes connected therewith,” pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 251.| 
OF MOTOR VEHICLES 
BILL. 

“To provide for the Registration of 
Motor Vehicles, and to amend The 
Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896,” 
presented by Mr. Scott Montagu, under 
Standing Order 31; supported by Mr. 
Chaplin, Sir Edgar Vincent, Mr. Arthur 
Stanley, Mr. Harmsworth, Mr. E. J. 
Tennant, and Mr. T. P. O'Connor ; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday, 15th 
July, and to be printed. [Bill 252.] 


Mr. Wyndham. 


REGISTRATION 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
SILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 


Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 2 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 


“In page 1, line 19, to leave ont the words 
‘education other than elementary,’ and insert 
the words ‘secondary, technical, and higher 
education, and shall provide for the organisa- 
tion and co-ordination of all forms of education, 
including the training of teachers, within their 
area.’ ”— (Mr. Mather.) 

Question again proposed, ‘ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Clause.” 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan 
shire, Mid) said he thought it would be 
necessary to add a few wordsto the Amend 
ment,in order to meet the objections of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. So far 
as the substance of the Amendment 
was concerned, he failed to see what 
answer the Government could possibly 
have to it. It called on the education 
authority to consider the provision of 
secondary, technical and higher educa- 
tion, and the defect of the Bill wes that 
it contained no definition whatever of 
what was secondary, technical or higher 
education. The words were purposely 
left indefinite, and when they saw how 
loth the various county authorities had 
been to enforce their powers under the 
Technical Instruction Act, it emphasised 
the necessity for giving in the Bill some 
indication of what they were expected 
by Parliament to do in connection with 
these subjects. Now the Amendment 
of his hon. friend provided that indica- 
tion, inasmuch as it suggested that 
the local authority should arrange the 
organisation and co-ordination of all 
kinds of education, including the 
training of teachers. He regarded 
the training of teachers as a very 
important matter indeed, and _ he 
proposed to confine his observations 
on this occasion to urging on the 
Government the necessity for at once 
doing something to provide for the 
training of teachers. They were dealing 
with education generally throughout 
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secre an adequate supply of efficient 
teachers. It was conceded on all hands | 
that the teaching system of this country 
fell far short of that which obtained | 
in Other countries with which com- | 
parison might fairly be made. ‘The 
system of training pupil teachers was | 
condemned on all sides as most in-| 
adequate, and he would like to read to | 
the Committee a paragraph from a 
Report of one of the Chief Inspectors | 
of Training Colleges, issued in the year 
1900. [After reading the extract, the 
hon. Member continued:] He had some 
figures on this subject which might 
be interesting to the Committee. There 
were, at the present time, 143,000 per- 
sons teaching in elementary schools ; 
of these only 64,000 were certificated, 
while of the certificated ones only 
35,179 had been through a regular 
course of training, thus three-fourths of 
the teachers of this country were entirely | 
untrained. In the last examination for 
admission to training colleges 10,128 
teachers qualified for entrance, but room 
could be found for only 2,732, or | in 4. 
This was a serious matter so far as 
elementary education was concerned, 
but it became still more serious if they 
were to do anything for secondary and | 
technica education. ‘They must provide 
teachers with the necessary training for 
that. Next he came to the form of the 
Amendment. The right hon. Gentleman | 
hadtold them, when speaking for the 
Government, that they had purposely 
leit the words without defining what 
higher education was. When he was 
speaking on the previous night, he 
pointed out the great danger which arose 
from the adoption of such a course. No | 
one, for instance, could say that the | 
judges might not rule that the training | 
of teachers was outside the powers of | 
alocal authority, and if there were a! 
possibility of sucha ruling, surely it made | 
itall the more necessary to insert in the 
clause the Amendment of his hon. friend. 
He might enforce his argument by call- | 
ing the attention of the Committee and | 
of the Government to the fact that| 
Clause 12 of the Bill of 1896 dealt with 
the matter in the way the Amendment 
now proposed. The heading of the 
Clause read that the education authority, 











{24 JUNE 1902} 


Bill. 1526 


the country, and surely the first step | for the purpose of promoting education 
they ought to take was one that would! other than elementary, might. amongst 


other things, do such and such things. 
It might supply, or aid in supplying, 
teachers for the purpose of improving 
the efficiency of the teaching staff, 
whether in elementary or other schools, 
and it might aid in the establishment of 
organisations for the training of teachers, 
They thus hada precedent in the Bill of 
1896, and surely if the Government had 


any genuine intention of doing something 


in the direction he had indicated, there 
was no harm in adding the words he was 
suggesting. It would make clear the 
position and powers of the local education 
authority, and would indicate to that 
authority what Parliament thought it 
ought todo. The right hon. Gentleman 
on the previous night said the addition 
of the suggested words might not cover 
the whole ground, and to meet that 
objection he proposed to insert the words 
“amongst other matters,” after the 
word “ shall,” in the first line of his 
hon. friend’s Amendment. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 't 
is necessary to make a holein the Bill 
before it is possible to stop up the gap. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Cannot my 
hon. friend the Member for Rossendale 
accept the Amendment in the form I 
am suggesting ? 


*Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- 
dale) : I accept the Amendment. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Then you ask 
leave to withdraw your Amendment and 
substitute another ? 


*Mr. MATHER: No. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs): Is it not open to the hon, 
Gentleman to withdraw his Amendment 
on the condition that another is sub- 
stituted for it ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That is what I 


have suggested to the hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. MATHER: I am prepared to 


accept that suggestion. 


Amendment; by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed :— 


Page 1, line 19, to leave out the words “ edu- 
cation other than elementary,” and insert the 
words “secondary, technical, and higher edu- 
cation, and shall amongst other things, 
provide for the organisation and co-ordination 
of ll forms of education, including the train- 
ing of teachers, within ther area.”—(Vr. 
Mather.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*(2.50.) Sm FRANCIS POWELL 
(Wigan) said that he thought the 


wider words of the Government were 
better calculated to meet the case than 
the long schedule which appeared 
in Clause 12 of the Bill of 1896. The 
old style was to have long and elabo- 
rate definitions, but that had been 
found to be fraught with considerable 
danger, and in jater days it had been dis- 
covered that it was desirable to use more 


general terms. This was one of the 
questions m which, in his opinion, 
the new system was far better than 


the old, and ke therefore hoped that the 
Committee would adhere to the language 
of the Bill as printed by the Government. 
Objection was taken on the previous 
evening to the Clause as it now stood on 
account of the difficulties which might 
arise through the non-existence of scholar- 
ships, but in the }West Riding of York- 
shire there were a large number of 
scholarships constituted by the Technical 
Instruction Committee. He had not the 
figures with him in regard to that county, 
but so far as Lancashire was concerned he 
might tell the Committee that a sum of 
no less than £7,260 a year was set aside 
and awarded in Apri] and May, 1901, for 
scholarships. It was quite clear, therefore, 
there need be no difficulty on that ground. 
There was another remark which he desired 
to make in comparing the Bill of 1896 with 
the proposals now before the Committee. 
So long as they were dealing with the 
language of the Bill he had not a word of 
complaint to make ; but the proceedings 
of the previous night had thrown upon 
the local authority the duty of making 
enquiries as to the condition of education 
throughout its district. A similar direction 
was given in the Bill of 1896, which also 
instructed the local authority to make 
inquiries with respect to the education 
given by any school within the county. 


But then words were added excepting ; 
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schools which, in the opinion of the 
| Education Department, were of a non- 
local character. This raised a question in 
regard to endowed schools, which were 
of two classes. Some were almost 
exclusively local, and therefore ought to 
be dealt with by the local authority ; 
while others were national in their char- 
acter, and consequently any interference 
with their administration might give rise 
to great difficulties. He had the honour 
of being a member of the governing body 
of the Bradford Grammar School, one of 
the most excellent schools in the country. 
It was essentially a local school, serving 
the needs of a particular locality, and it 
vught to be administered and governed, 
as indeed it was, according to the wants 
of that locality. But in the case of non- 
local schools it was clearly the intention 
of the Government, as indicated by their 
Bill of 1896, that they should not be 
brought within the jurisdiction of the 
county authority. With regard to the 
question of training colleges, there was no 
doubt a great deficiency in that respect. 
He shared the labours of five councils 
of such colleges, and he was able to state 
that, as a rule, the inspectors reported 
very favourably on those institutions. 
Some colleges were so admirably planned 
and conducted that no complaint could 
be made. The standard was already 
high. but they were endeavouring to 
raise it year by year; and he was sure 
that there could be no just complaint as 
to their efticiency. Where they con- 
sidered the number of children, a different 
question, however, arose. According to 
the estimates for the year, the number of 
‘children in training colleges, mainly for 
'a two years’ course, was 6,076. He 
believed that their energies could not be 
better directed than in extending the 
training colleges, and no work elicited 
greater sympathy. With reference to 
the training of teachers in secondary 
schools, the only remark to make was 
that such training was non-existent. A 
Committee sat on the question some years 
ago,and the result of their enquiry satisfied 
every member of the Committee that a 
condition of affairs existed which should 
uot be permitted to continue. No doubt 
a great deal had been done since then, 
but what had been done by no means 
met the case. No doubt they were mak- 
ing progress, but he deemed it his duty 
as a friend of education, to draw attention 
once again to one of the most important 
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factors in their educational system. H_ | I go further; the local authorities gener- 
was glad the Committee had give ‘ally have, as regards technical education, 


him an opportunity of making a few | declined to do anything except so far as. 
remarks on a subject which appeared to the money was supplied to them from 
him to be deserving of consideration. | other sources than their own. They have 


ac , —_ ‘done good work for technical educa- 
Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- |°°2° SOO Were OL eae 

mouthshire, W.): I had myself put | onal so far ” oan — Pies pr. 

down an Amendment oh the Paper | EER nly 00-0, en Se eee 


: . | as regards any money raised by them- 
very much to the effect of that which | selves, they have not, as a general rule, 
has been moved by my hon. friend, | | done anything at all. I know the inter- 
and I, therefore, rise to support his | ‘pretation which has been placed on these 
Amendment. The question is, are we| words hy some of the rural authorities 
or are we not to give any indication to| with whom I have been speaking. It 
the new educational authorities as to will not do to have secondary education 
what we desire and expect they will! only in the county towns. In a large 
do in regard to higher education, | county like Devonshire or Hampshire you 
according to their means, and according | must have classes for secondary education 
to what commends itself to them ?) accessible to the children throughout the 
What indication does this Bill give as it county, but the county authorities will 
is! There is nothing in this Clause | say, “Oh, we never intended to do any- 
which indicates at all what higher educa- | thing of the kind. What we understood 
tion means in any sense. It is only a/| by the Bill was that ‘education other than 
negative kind of indication, for the|elementary’ meant just those subjects 
Clause merely says it is not to be/| which have been sterilised by the Cocker. 
elementary education. The moment [| ton judgment, and nothing more.” If 
read this Bill, the first thing that struck | the local authorities do nothing more 
me was that it was not a Bill for second- | than carry on continuation schools, night 
ary education at all, and everything that | | schools, and the training of pupil teachers, 
nas taken pl ee since has only confirmed | they will absolutely satisfy the terms of 
thatopinion. Care has beentaken thatthe | ts Bill. In my opinion, in the greater 
new education authorities shall be under | Part of the country districtsth: itisall which 
no obligation whatever to do anything | willbe done. I know that in large towns 
at all for higher education; and it really | they will do a great deal more, ‘and will 
comes to this, that they may, if they | he prepared to do a great deal more, but 
think fit, do something for secondary jthat is not what we want. W hat we 
education. All that is now asked is that | '¢#lly want is a continuation of education 
an indication shall be given of what we | UP rs the highest scale in the rural 
desire the new educational authorities districts of this country. The great 


a : towns like Manchester, Liverpool, and 
should do if they think fit, and are able | j,.. 1 a f operwipedingr Mo Pe 
to do something for hicher education, Lit™mingham will take care of themselves. 

. > 5 . . ° 


4 es é One thing that struck me in the professed 
What is it the Legislature would be glad Dati Py alanis itor ta piers 
s sire . > sec : g ‘ 

they should do ? It would be glad they I . 


, : the limitation of the rate in these great 
should do something for secondary | towns, Why should you not allow the 


education, and something for higher | great towns to spend what they like, and 
education, and, above all things, it would | | what they can? Why should Birmingham, 
be glad they should do something for | | for instance, be prevented from spending 
the training of teachers. I ask, Is an| more than a 2d. rate? That is an 
Education Bill good for anything that |astounding thing, What I desire to 
does nothing for the training of teachers | indicate is that we want something to be 
or for higher education ? I say itis not an | done in regard to higher education in the 
Education Bill at all,and to bring forward | rural districts, but vou have taken good 
as a great new scheme for education a Bill | care that there shall be no obligation on 
Which makes no provision, or does not! the local authorities to do it. Let us 
even indicate a desire, to do anything for | at least further indicate what we think is 
the training of teachers is absurd. The | desirable in the language of this Bill. 
education authority may say that educa- | Let us affect a belief if we have it not : 
tion other than elementary does not mean | and even if the words should be hypo- 
the education of teachers but of scholars. | critical as regards the agricultural 
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districts, at all events let us render 
to virtue the tribute which is paid to 
hypocrisy, and let us have these hypoeri- 
tical words, even if they mean nothing, 
put into the Bill. That is really the 
purpose of this Amendment. If this Bill 
is about to go forth with the bare sterile 
enactment in regard to higher education, 
it will be the worst condemnation of the 
Bill it is possible to conceive. In regard 
to elementary education we have made it 
compulsory, and we have provided addi- 
tional funds for this purpose ; for higher 
education we have nothing at all, and at 
all events I think it is of the highest con- 
sequeuce that we should put words into 
the Bill which would indicate what we 
desire should be carried out as regards 
secondary education. 

(3.12.) THe PRESIDENT oF THE 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
Water Lone, Bristol, S.) : I think the 
right hon. Gentleman has been unusually 
unfair in the criticisms he has addressed to 
the Government measure whei he tells us 
there is nothing in this Bill dealing with 
higher education, and he asks that words 
should be inserted, such as the words of 
the Amendment, in order to indicate what 
the intention of Parliament is, I think 
the right hon. Gentleman must have 
heen absent from the part of our debate 
last night when the Government accepted 
an Amendment, following a suggestion 
made by my hon. friend the Member for 
North Hackney, in which we laid on the 
local authorities the obligation to consider 
the needs, and to take such steps as might 
seem to them desirable after consultation 
with the Board of Education. The 
Government propose to give the local 
authorities fuller power and discretion to 
do what they think right in the interest 
of education other than elementary edu- 
cation. Theright hon. Gentleman objects 

as he is entitled to object—to anything 
proposed by the Government, but what 
he is not entitled to do is to put his own 
construction on our language and to ask 
the House to accept it. The powers 
which will be given to the local authori- 
ties will be fuller, greater, and more liberal 
than they possess at the present time. 
I appeal to the Committee to say are 
not the words ‘‘other than elementary” 
wider than the words “secondary tech- 
nical and higher education”? What is 
there that could be done under the new 


words which: cannot be done under the 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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powers of the clause as it now stands ! 
The local authorities will be able to do 
what they like in the way of superior 
education. Has the right hon. Gentleman 
no confidence in the power of the localities 
to decide what is best for the locality ! 
County Councils have done great work 
in connection with secondary education, 
as has been pointed out by the hon. 
Member for Mid Gloucestershirelast night 
andagain tonight with unanswerable force. 
What has been done with the whiskey 
monies? ‘The local authorities have ap 
plied those not to the relief of taxation, as 
they were entitled to do, but for higher 
education, and all the Government asks 
is that, in the new powers we propose 
to give, discretion shall be left with the 
local authorities to do what they think is 
right and best in the interests of each 
locality. If the Committee passes the 
Amendment on the Paper it will be 
going in direct hostility to the Amend- 
ment accepted last night. The Amend- 
ment last night was accepted as a com- 
promise, and the Committee, having 
accepted words which leave the matter 
in a very wide and open form, is now 
asked to narrow the issue by accepting 
these words, and because the Govern- 
ment refuse to accept this Amendment it 
is said we are hostile to higher education. 
We have made a distinct advance now 
from the words of the clause as they 
originally stood, and I hope the Com- 
mittee will adhere to the words already 
agreed to and resist this Amendment. 
I entirely repudiate the suggestion that 
the Government are not as much in 
favour of higher educationasanybody else 
and I ask the Committee to adhere to the 
proposal of the Government, because | 
believe that our words will give greater 
power than those suggested by the hon. 
Member. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, $8.) said he 
could not see that the words pro- 
posed were in any way limiting. 
They were rather expansive. The 
President of the Local (Government 
Board appearei to think that this 
Amendment was inconsistent with that 
which was passed last night, but really 
that was not so. The Amendment 
agreed to last night left it to the local 
authorities to consider the needs of the 
locality and confer with the Board otf 


Uni 
seel 
One 
of 

tion 
defi 
thes 
tion. 
to k 
diffe 
his | 
of ti 
now 
high 
appe 
that 
othe 
the | 
one ¢ 
to ec 
educ: 
was } 
defin 
impo: 
the ¢ 
the y 
was 


prese 








ng 


the 


ter 
on. 


he 
pro- 
ing. 
The 
ent 
this 
that 
ally 
rent 
ocal 
the 
d of 








1533 


Education 


Education upon the subject. 
some of those needs, but it did not 
exclude others. The local authorities 
would be in a better position if this 
Amendment were passed, because they 
would have an indication of the will of 
Parliament with regard to the matter 
called to their attention. The Board of 
Education also would be much strength- 
ened if it was able to point to the Act 
and say—‘“ These are the subjects which 
Parliament thinks fit for your attention, 
ind they are to be dealt with by you.” 
It was really complementary. The 
Government claimed for this Bill that 
me of its chief objects was to bring about 
the co-ordination of elementary and 
secondary education. There was one 
matter in which the two branches were 
in close touch, and that was the training 


of teachers; but he was afraid that 
that was a matter which the local 
authority would negle:t unless they 
were instructed to attend to it. In his 


view, the Bill was entirely inadequate if 
it did not give far more specific directions 
to the loeal authority. 

*Sir MICHAEL FOSTER (London 
University) said the Amendment 
seemed to him to have two parts. 
One was a more exact definition 
of “other than elementary educa- 
tion.” He preferred the wider 
definition, and so far as he could see, 
these words included all forms of educa- 
tion. He had the greatest reluctance 
to keep alive distinctions between the 
different forms of education, and it was 
his hope that within a measurable space 
of time the hard and fast distinction 
now drawn between elementary and the 
higher forms of education would dis- 
appear. Therefore he could not support 
that part of the Amendment. With the 
other part of the Amendment he had 
the fullest sympathy. He considered 
one of the most important matters was 
to co-ordinate the different forms of 
education, and he conceived the House 
was not going beyond its duty when it 
definitely recommended, as one of the 
important duties of the new authority, 
the co-ordination of education, so that 
the waste of educational energy which 
was one of the greatest evils of the 
present time should be diminished as 
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far as possible. He would, therefore 
willingly support the second part of the 
Amendment, as well as that part of it 
which dealt with the training of teachers. 
That was undoubtedly a great want of 
the present time. He suggested to the 
hon. Member that he should withdraw 
the first part of the Amendment, which 
was really only a quibble as to terms 
and only submit the latter part. 
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(3.30.) Dr. MACNAMARA (Cam- 
berwell, N.) thought that as the 
obligation was to be laid upon the 
local authorities to consider the 
needs of higher education and to con- 
sult with the Board of Education, 
those authorities might very fairly turn 
round and ask for a definition of higher 
education. The words at present were 
“other than elementary,” and the Vice- 
President had said he could not do 
more, because, if a categorical list were 
made out, many subjects would probably 
be omitted. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not imbued with the same 
difficulty in 1896, because in Clause 12 
of the Bill of that year there was a list 
of subjects, running through the letters 
A to G of the alphahet, and no objec- 
tion, so far as he knew, was taken to it. 
He agreed that there ought to be no 
hard and fast line, but he could not 
help remembering that during the last 
year or two grave difficulties had arisen 
in consequence of a lack of definition. 
The difficulties recently created in the 
Law Courts had all arisen because of 
the failure of the Act of 1870 to provide 
a definition. There were a number of 
definitions in the various parts of the 
sill. First of all, higher education 
would include technical edueation. 
There would be no difficulty about that, 
as the municipal authorities had been 
doing that work for some years. Then 
it would include all secondary education, 
and there a difficulty would arise at 
once. The local authorities had not 
heen doing any classical or modern 
secondary education, and if this clause 
were left in its present nebulous form, 
with the ‘“ Cockertons” very active in 
the educational world, many local 
authorities would feel that it was a 
dangerous matter to take up, and, in 
order to be quite safe, they would leave 
it alone. With regard to science and 
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art instruction they would be on per- 
fectly safe ground, but then came the 
training of teachers. That was a new 
duty; they would not know exactly 
how the law stood, and rather than 
risk landing themselves in the Courts, 
many timorous au'horities would leave 
that branch untouched. A more serious 
matter still was the training of pupil 
teachers. That matter was before the 
Courts at present. It was difficult to say 
who was responsible for that duty, but it 
had always been understood to be the 
elementary school authority. It was 
very desirable that the local authorities 
should know distinctly whether or not 
it was to be their duty to provide for the 
training of pupil teachers. Night-school 
work also came within the term ‘‘ higher 
education “ in the Bill. But probably 
75 per cent. of night-school work was 
purely elementary, and as these local 
authorities would be composed of persons 
of common sense, they would very likely 
refuse to go on with the work because of 
its elementary character. While, there- 
fore, hesympathised with the view of the 
hon. Member for London University, he 
thought it was essential that higher educa- 
tion should be defined so far as possible, so 
that the local authorities should know 
what they might and what they might 
not do. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
setshire, E.) said the hon. Member for 
London University had drawn a very 
proper distinction from two portions of 
the Amendment. There might be a 
difference of opinion on the part dealing 
with the question of definition, and on the 
whole he thought it better to accept the 
somewhat vague words in the Bill. But 
the second part raised a very different 
question. The word ‘shall’ ran coun- 
ter to the agreement arrived at on 
the previous night, and required the 
substitution of the word “to” if the 
lines of the compromise were to be 
followed. The Government would, 
however, improve the Bill by adding 
some reference to the organisation and 
co-ordination of all forms of education. 
As to the training of teachers, that was 
not included in the ordinary meaning 
of ‘teducation,” and it was desirable 
that the local authorities should have 
some indication that that was intended 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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to be a part of their duty. Unless the 
condition of the Government aid were 
made much more liberal, however, every 
local authority could not be expected 
to set up a training college, but they 
could do a great deal in the way of 
classes, pupil teacher centres, and 
scholarships. 


(3.43.) Str EDWARD GREY (North- 
umberland, Berwick) quite agreed that if 
the compromise of the previous night was 
to be followed, the word “to” ought to- 
be substituted for the word ‘shall.’ 
lf the Government would accept the 
Amendm2nt somewhat in that form, 
he thought it would be a most valuable 
addition to the Bill. The importance 
of the question raised by the Amend- 
ment was shown by the speech of the 
hon. Member for London University. 
Some of them were anxious that the 
Bill should form the beginning of a 
real system of national education, and 
that was the object the Amendment had 
in view. The hon. Member tor London 
University very rightly desired to see 
all distinctions between elementary, 
secondary, and higher education done 
away with. The Amendment was using 
the Bill in that direction. It was true 
the Bill named different kinds of 
education, but that was in order that 
they might be co-ordinated, and a way 
made for a really national system. He 
suggested that if the Government would 
accept the proposed Amendment, it 
would make the arrangement of the 
previous day more complete, and con- 
siderably add to the value of the clause. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that the 
difference between hon. Members who de- 
siredan Amendment of this proposal and 
theGovernment, was not really a difference 
in principle. They were all agreed as 
to what it was that they wanted, but 
the views of the Government were that 
the words of the Bill were wider even 
than the Amendment, and there was 
no doubt as to their meaning. The 
hon. Member for North Camberwell asked 
who would carry on the night schools, 
but it was quite clear that the 
education authority would be able to do 
this. The hon. Member also suggested 
that there was a doubt whether the 
local authority would be able to provide 
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‘technical education, but that was not 
the opinion of the advisers of the Gov- 
ernment, who contended that the words 
of the Bill included all that was necessary 
for education other than elementary. 
Therefore there was no difference in re- 
gard to principle between the Govern- 
ment and hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
The proposal now made was in distinct 
opposition to the Amendment of last 
night, which left everything to the local 
authorities. ‘They were now commanded 
to inquire, and it was left to their dis- 
cretion to act, and- from that arrange- 
ment the Government could not depart. 
lf it was simply a question of clearing 
up a doubt, or making something self- 
evident, it would be different, but the 
present issue before the House was a 
totally different one, and if the Govern- 
ment accepted it, that would be a clear 
departure from what was laid down last 
night. 


* Mr. MATHER said that his 
\mendment was conceived purely in a 
spirit of making the Bill provide a better 
und a truly national system of education. 
In some of the smaller boroughs the 
local authorities would be constituted the 
authorities for secondary education, and 
for that reason he desired that in this 
Bill the Board of Education should keep 
aconsiderable control over the methods 
they would pursue when they had a 
larger authority than at present, namely, 
that of including secondary education 
and higher education in the character 
of the education which they at present 
conducted. There was a great waste of 
money in the manner in which the 
Technical Instruction Acts were now 
carried out, and this arose more from 
the want of ability than the desire to do 
right, because the localities had not had 
the experience and the knowledge which 
was necessary. It was because he wished 
the Board of Education to be made 
cognisant of what was going on that 
he wished to inelude in the Bill 
words which would sketch out a 
certain plan by which local education 
authorities might prepare their schemes 
and be able with the help of the Board 
of Education to carry out those schemes. 
It had been said that the words “ other 
than elementary education” provided 
‘for all that was required. There were 
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many non-County Boroughs where they 
had in the past spent a very small 
amount of money beyond that which 
was derived from the local taxation 
account. Over the whole of England, 
including Wales, only about £100,000 
per annum was being devoted to higher 
education under the echnical Instruc- 
tion Act. That would give the Commit- 
tee some idea as to what extent these 
bodies would be likely to tax themselves 
under the new Act. He thought they 
ought, in the smallest communities, to 
provide that there should be a school for 
higher education. He was afraid that 
it would be impossible under this Bill to 
obtain in small communities the higher 
instruction which ought to form part 
of the education of the smallest com- 
munity in the land. It had been sug- 
gested by the hon.Member for East Somer- 
set that if the word “to” were introduced 
instead of “shall” it would satisfy the 
Government. They were grateful to the 
Government for improving the Bill, and 
although his Amendment dealt with a 
serious matter, he was perfectly willing 
to accept the suggestion of the hon. 
Member for East Somerset. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that, as he 
understood, the hon. Member wished 
to amend the proposal by inserting “to ” 
instead of “ shall.’” He wished to point 
out that this Amendment would apply 
to county authorities, but they would 
have no jurisdiction in the autonomous 
areas within their own districts. The 
non-county boroughs would be autono- 
mous in regard to elementary education. 
He was also advised that the words of 
the Bill covered, without question or 
doubt, the proper training of teachers as 
a necessary part of education other than 
elementary. Hon. Members opposite 
were apprehensive that the words were 
not clear enough. He was loth to accept 
the Amendment even in an amended form, 
but he thought it was a great pity that 
they should go on debating this point at 
great length when there was so little 
difference between them. He had no 
objection to accept the word “to” 
instead of “shall.” but he could not 
take the responsibility of accepting the 
Amendment in regard to the co-ordina- 
tion of all forms of education, because 
he thought that would lay upon the 
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county authorities duties which they 
would be unable to perform. If the 
hon. Gentleman would regard that 
concession as meeting him, he thought 
the Committee might accept this 
suggestion and deal with the question 
in that way. 


*(4.0.) Mr. MATHER said he under- 
stood that so far as the suggestion of 
his hon. friend was concerned the 
Government would accept the word 
“to” instead of ‘shall.’ He would 
point out to the right hon. Gentleman 
that without the words proposed in 
the Amendment they could not work 
the Bill. The local authority would 
not be the one authority. There would 
he an autonomous authority for primary 
education and an autonomous authority 
for secondary education. Co-ordination 
and organisation must be applied in 
those cases. He asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to consider the Amendment 
from that point of view. 


Mr. WALTER LONG. said that he 
rose to state exactly what the suggestion 
ot the Government was, with the view of 
bringing this discussion to a close. If 
that end would be secured the Govirn- 
ment would be willing to accept words 
that would not involve a departure 
from what was arranged last night. 
They could not possibly accept the 
words “‘ organisation and co-ordination ” 
in the face of the advice they had 
received. He suggested that after the 
words “shall consider the needs and 
take such steps as seem to them 
desirable’’—the words “to supply or 
aid the supply of all forms of education 
other than elementary’’ should — be 
inserted. If there was any doubt as 
to whether those words included the 
training of teachers, they might add 
the words ‘‘including the training of 
teachers.” If that would satisfy the 
hon. Gentleman and bring the dis- 
cussion to an end, some such words 
might very well be inserted, but if 
they were to continue the discussion with 
the view to other Amendments, the 
Government would stand by the words 
in the Clause. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was rather at a 
ioss to understand how the right hon. 
Mr. [Valter Long. 
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Gentleman’s suggestion was to meet 
what his hon. friend desired. It had 


been the general desire on both sides of 
the House that the training of teachers 
should be specifically mentioned. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman would 
not prejudice his Bill if words to that 
effect were introduced. Would the right 
hon. Gentleman consider whether such 
words as these could be introduced— 
“ secondary, technical, and higher educa- 
tion, with the view of providing for the 
organisation and co-ordination of all 
forms of education.” There would be no 
compulsion in that, and it would follow 
the lines of the Amendment adopted 
last night. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said the 
President of the Local Government 
Board had raised an objection in this 
form, that where certain authorities 
were auitonomous in Part ILI. of the Bill 
for elementary education, therefore they 
must co-ordinate education in their area. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 


Mr. WHITLEY said the local authority 
for secondary education were thereby 
precluded from co-ordinating education 
in their district. One would be inclined 
to say, “‘ What about the one authority 
of the Bill?” but that was not the 
ground he took. The ground he took 
was that, even granting there was an 
autonomous authority for the purpose ot 
elementary education, that elementary 
education was so defined and limited by 
the Bill that it formed simply the founda- 
tion-stone for the superstructure. It was 
perfectly in the power of the county 
authority to take that as a starting-point 
to co-ordinate all committees of educa- 
tion. He thought his hon. friend the 
Member for Rossendale would be well 
advised to hold to that part of the 
Amendment which authorised the local 
authority to provide for the organisation 
and co-ordination of all forms of educa- 
tion in their area. He asked the atten- 
tion of the First Lord of the Treasury 
to an important point arising out otf 
what the Vice-President said last 
night, namely, that the phrase, “other 
than elementary”’ included university 
education. The cities of Liverpool and 
Birmingham had power to impose 2 
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universities, but if the phrase ‘“ other 
than elementary’’ remained in this 
clause, it clearly followed that that | 
would form part of the twopenny rate 
provided for in the second part of this 
Bill, and therefore these cities would 
be seriously circumscribed in their | 
university work. It would be very | 
advisable that any powers for univer- 
sity education should be additional to 
any provision made under this clause. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he — 
that they ought to be careful not to 
cireumscribe the present powers. 

Lorv EDMUND  FITZMAURICE| 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he was very ! 
anxious that the Committee should | 
arrive at unanimity in this matter. 
He could quite understand that the 
President ot the Local Government 
Board was justified in asking that 
nothing now accepted should be in| 
contravention of the principle laid down 
last night, namely, that there should 
be a certain discretion, but as he read 
the words suggested by the Member for 
Kast Somerset, there was really no 
departure from that principle at all. 
These words would still have left certain 
diseretion with regard to action, as 
distinct from consultation in the local 
authority. He urged the Government 
ty accept the words proposed by the 
hon. Member for East Somerset, and if 
it should be found that there was any 
technical difficulty in regard to partially 
exempted areas the matter could be set | 
right when they were considering a 
number of small matters of finance, or | 
on the Report stage of the Bill. 


(4.15.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) said that after the concession 
made the previous night, it would not. 
make much difference if the Amendment | 
in its proposed amended form were 
accepted ; for in his humble judgment 
the Government had given the whole | 
show away. There were promises that a 
difference would be made between ele- 
mentary and secondary education, but it 
was impossible to contend, taking the 
Amendment accepted the previous night, 
that secondary education would not now | 
be practically made compulsory. [Hon. 
MemBers: “No, no.”] Well, that was 
his view of the situation, and if it were 
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demonstrate that he was right. Indeed, 
if it were not so, what on earth was the 
meaning of all the speeches that had been 
made, and why was it that hon. Gentle- 
men on the opposite side were so 
delighted? In one respect he regarded. 
it had less disfavour than he otherwise 
would have done, because it could not 
fail to strengthen the demand—which 
would be made when the proper time 
came—that secondary education should 
be treated financially as the Government 
had agreed to treat elementary education. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said he agreed 
with what the right hon. Gentleman had 
said that he would get much support from 
that side of the House towards getting 
more money for secondary education. But 
he would remind the right hon. Gentleman, 
in regard to the last part of his speech, that 
there were two parties in the House —one 


of which was, he would not say hostile, 


for that was too strong a word, but un- 
friendly to the further development of 
education. This Amendment was in the 
interests of education, and he was dis- 
appointed that just at the moment when 
it seemed that the Government were 
going to accept it, at any rate the last 
sentence of it, which was very important, 
namely, “for the organisation and co- 
ordination of all forms of education” a 
difficulty had arisen. And what was the 
difficulty ? The difficulty was their own 
abominable proviso in the first Clause 
which positively obstructed them at the 
very moment they had seen their way to 
make this admirable concession. He did 
think that organisation and co-ordination 
of all forms of education were very im- 
portant, but he did not think that the 
proviso in the first Clause should stand 
in the way of their being accepted by 
the Government. The argument of the 
Government was that there would be 
certain excepted areas within the areas 


/of the County Councils, and that, there- 


fore, the County Councils would only 
have a limited power of organising and 
That was to say that 


might still be co-ordination if 
the separate authorities within the 
areas were agreed. If this Amendment 
was passed with these words retained 
in it, a lever would be given to 
the County Councils to go to the 
separate authorities and say “Will you 
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help us to carry out co-ordination ?” 

Suppose the separate authorities would 
not consent, then the County Councils | 
would not have any compulsion laid on 
them in any sense. By this clause of the 
concession the County Councils would be 
invited, stimulated and encouraged to 
co-ordinate with the separate authorities, 
but not compelled, in regard to all forms 
of education. The County Councils 
could not be compelled todo more than 
it was in their power todo; they would 
be only invited to use to the utmost the 
powers given to them under this Bill— 

the powers limited by the proviso in 
the first Clause. 


*Eart PERCY (Kensington, S.) said he 
did not agree with his right hon. friend 
the Member for Sicatord that 
Government had given away the whole 
ease the previous night. He thought 
that there was a great difference be- 
tween words imposing a duty to provide 
and an exhortation to enquire. The 
Amendment only said that the local 
authority should consider the needs of the 
district and take such steps, after consul- 
tation with the Education Department, 
as might seem to them desirable to aid 


the supply of education other than 
elementary. Nothing could be more 


absurd than to say that without enquiry 
there could be an effective supervision of 
secondary education. The only difficulty 
in the way of accepting the Amendment 
was that in regard to co-ordination ; but 
it was quite impossible for local author- 
ities to inquire into and consider the 
needs of a district without taking into 
consideration how far secondary educa- 
tion was already provided in the 
district. If the duty of co-ordination 
was not sufficiently implied in the 
duty of enquiry, he would suggest 
that that object might be secured 
if the hon. Member for Rossendale with- 
drew his Amendment altogether, and if 
the Government were to add, at a later 
stage, tothe wordsintroducedthe revious 
night relating to consultation with 
the Education Department, ** And with 
the local authorities in their area.” Then 
they might safely add the words of the 
hon. Member for Rosendale in regard to 
co-ordination andthe provision for the 
training of teachers within their area. 


Sir Edward Grey. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 1544 
| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
| Boroughs) said as he understood the 
difficulty it undoubtedly was the proviso 
in the first Clause which had taken it 
out of the power of the County Councils 
to organize primary education in the 
autonomous areas. But that did not 
apply to co-ordination. It might meet 
the difficulty if words were inserted in 
the Amendment to make it read :— 
“The Jocal anthority should consider the 
needs of the district and take such steps, after 
consultation with the Ed. ‘on Department, 
to supply or aid in supplying education other 
than elementary, ine uding the training of 
teachers within their area, 
and then to proceed to make provision 
for the co-ordination of all forms of 
education. That would meet the view 
of the hon. Member for Rosendale. 


the | 


Mr. BARTLEY Uslington, N.) said he 
would be very sorry if some such words 
as “the organization and co-ordination 
of all forms of education” were not in 
the Clause. It seemed to him that these 
words were the most important in the 
whole scheme of the Bill. What they 
were trying to do was to get the schools 
organised on a very efticient system 
seeing the chronic state of inefficiency at 
the present time. If the Clause ran 
“other than elementary, and shall 
proceed to the organization and co- 
ordination of all forms of education, 
including the training of teachers,” but 
leaving out the words ‘‘ within the area,” 
that would, he thought, solve the 
problem. 


(4.28.) Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lan- 
caster) said he would support the Amend- 
ment, because it was a recognition that 
there should be co-ordination. He rep- 
resented the case of the non - county 
boroughs. It would be remembered how 
the Cockerton Judgment had upset the 
arrangements which had been made by 
the School Boards under the sanction 
of the Education Department. It was 
necessary that the utmost precautions 
should be taken that the words of the 
clause should clearly express the inten- 
tion of Parliament. When Mr. Goschen 
was speaking on that, the whiskey money 
in this House, he gave itas hisopinion that 
the non-county boreughs would receive 
their share of that money, just the same 
as the other boroughs. But when the 
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sill was passed it was found that that 
was not so, and that for the purpose of 
sharing that money the non-county 
boroughs became part of the county. 
He would point out that in the non- 
county boroughs the work of the even- 
ing continuation schools had been 
excellently carried on and that they 
should be able to make arrangements 
with the local authorities in the county 
boroughs to take part in a scheme of 
co-ordination. 


*Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said he 
agreed that it would be desirable to 
include in the Bill the power of the 
local education authorities to provide 
training colleges for teachers ; but he 
thought the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Rosendale did not 
accomplish that object. It provided for 
the co-ordination of all forms of instruc- 
tion, including training colleges ; but it 
did not’ provide for the institution of 
training colleges which did not now 
exist. He thought, having regard to the 
difficulties that had arisen, it would be 
better to leave out ‘organisation ” and 
that the Committee should confine itself 
to ‘‘co-ordination.” If the form of 
words were adopted by the Government 
it would be done with the entire assent 
of the Committee. He expressed his 
willingness to accept the form of words 


suggested. He hoped the Committee 
would influence the Government to 


accept these words. He accepted the 
view of the Government that ‘ secon- 
dary technical and higher education ”’ 
inight be struck out. ‘ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Com- 
mittee were agreed in substance, and 
he suggested that the words should run 
as follows :— 

“ The local education authority shall consider 
the needs, and take such steps as seem to them 
desirable, after consultation with the Board of 
Edueation, to supply or aid the cupply of 
education other than elementary, including 
ihe traming of teachers and the general 
co-ordination of all forms of education.” 
There was no different opinion on 
either side of the House. They all want- 
ed the teachers trained, and the matter 
resolved itself into a question of drafting. 
He was not quite sure about the drafting, 
but, if there was any error of a drafting 


‘character, it might be put right on 


Report. 
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*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (kent, 
Thanet) hoped his right hon. friend 
would not forget the financial aspect of 
the statement, because under this 
Amendment it might be possible to exceed 
in expenditure the desire of the rate 
payers. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, that is 
not so. 
*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he 


certainly thought that this Amendment 
placed in the hands of the Central 
Authorities of London a _ power 
of compelling expenditure whether 
the local authorities liked it or 
not. Did he understand that the local 
authorities would be in a position to 
defend the ratepayer’s pockets when they 
themselves were against the expenditure ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Yes. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said of 
course if that were so it would remove 
a great deal of his objection to these 
particular words. 


Mr. BRYCE said he did not think 
these words were very convenient. The 
phrase was not a happy one, but he 
agreed that it was better to leave this 
matter to the authority. 


[Mr. MatTuer’s Amendment was with- 
drawn, and the Amendment suggested 
by Mr. A. J. BALFour was agreed to. | 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
I.) said he desired to moveanAmendment 
which he hoped the Government would 
be able to accept without difficulty. The 
Amendment unfortunately had _ been 
dropped out of the Paper owing to some 
error of the printers, but it would read 
as follows— 

“After the words last inserted to insert 
‘and may make application to the Board of 
Eduvation or to the Charity Commissioners, as 
the case may be, for the establishment or 
amendment of Schemes for the regulation of 
educational endowments and—’” 

Those familiar with this «question 
would perfectly remember that this 
was provided for in the 17th Clause 
of the Bill the Government intro- 
duced in 1896. His Amendment was 
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identical in principle with that, | And to mix these powers up with another 


and therefore he hoped those words 
might be inserted. The Education Com- 
mittee Report also recommended that 
these powers should be given. It might 
of course be urged that these powers 
were implied by the wording of the Bill, 
hut as the Government had in a previous 
Bill introduced powers of this kind, he 
thought it would only be reasonable. to 
accept this Amendment. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge 
University) was understood to say 
that he thought the wording of the 
Bill was quite sutticient for this purpose, 
and therefore he could see no reason 
for putting in these powers. As 
the bill now stood, the local authority 
would kave undoubted right to apply to 
the Board of Education or the Charity 
Commissioners. 


Lord EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
expressed the opinion that this was a 
more important matter than the right 
hon. Gentleman quite understood. So 
far as he gathered, the position at the 
present moment was that any public 
body could make a communication if it 
chose, but that was not what was asked 
for. These powers should go beyond 
writing a letter; the local authorities 
should be what was called “ interested 
parties” and be entitled to set the 
machinery of the Charity Commissioners 
in motion. At the same time there was 
no doubt that the Committee was under 
the disadvantage of discussing an Amend- 
ment which, through accident, had 
dropped off the Paper, and this was 


not the best place in the Bill to 
bring forward this question. He 
would appeal to his hon. friend to 


withdraw it. There were other Amend- 
ments raising the question on Clause 
15; he himself had one in the form 
of a new clause; and he was inclined 
to think, if it was intended to follow the 
example of the Bill of 1896, which had 
a very useful clause of this description, 
that a new clause would be the best 
way to raise the question. He would 
remind his hon. friend that the Welsh 
Intermediate Education authorities,under 
the Bill of 1889, were given these 
powers in an entirely separate clause. 


Mr. Channing. 


clause would be rather unfortunate. At 
the outset it was evident that it 
was a misunderstanding, because the 
right hon. Gentleman himself had mis- 
taken the character of the Amendment. 
For these reasons he hoped the Govern- 
ment would consider the matter before 
Clause 15 was reached, and bring in a 
new clause analogous to that in the 
3ill of 1896. 


* THe CHAIRMAN: Perhaps after what 
has fallen from the noble Lord the hon. 
Gentleman will withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BOND, who had on the Paper 
an Amendment proposing to give 
power to the local education author- 
ity to ‘establish scholarships and 
exhibitions to be held in places of edu- 
cation other than public elementary 
schools,”’ said ke did not intend to move 
it, as the First Lord of the Treasury had 
promised to consider the matter at a 
later stage of the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he entirely 
sympathised with the object of his hon. 
friend, but he thought this was not the 
clause in which it could be met. If there 
were any doubt as to the power of the 
local education authority to provide these 
scholarships, he would take care that 
the doubt was put an end to at the 
proper stage. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) moved an Amendment to 
enable the local education authority to 

‘Make inquiries with respect to the sani- 
tary condition of the school buildings, includ- 
ing boarding houses, of any school within their 
county.” 


(5.0.) Mr. BRYCE had a_ doubt 
as to whether this matter should be 
dealt with by an Amendment at the 
present point or brought up in a new 
clause, but there was no doubt as to 
its great importance. Everyone who 
knew the condition of the schools in the 
country knew that very often they were 
in an insanitary state. There was noth- 
ing of which we had more reason to be 
proud in recent years than the greater 
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vigilance with which we dealt with 
sanitary problems, and endeavoured to 
provide for the health of those who, 
through ignorance, carelessness, or 
poverty, did not take care of it for 
themselves. Such an inspection as that 
proposed by his hon. friend was sup- 
ported by the report of the Secondary 
Education Commission, and, while he did 
not ask the Government to accept the 
Amendment as moved, he desired to 
emphasise the great importance of the 
matter, and to say that it would be left 
ina most unsatisfactory condition if the 
local authorities were not given power 
to deal} with the sanitary condition of 
~chools. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that nobody 
would deny the desirability of schools or 
any other buildings in which human 
beines dwelt being in a sanitary con- 
ditiun. He hoped, however, the Com- 
mittee would not accept the Amendment 
as moved, because he believed it would 
be much more likely to lead to conflict 
and ditticulty than to do good. It was 
not the duty, and it was not desirable that 
it should be made the duty, of the new 
education authority to act as the sani- 
tary authority of the district in which a 
school was situated. There was already 
a sanitary authority with full powers, 
but whether it would have power to 
make the special inspection referred to 
was another matter. Even though it 
was desirable that schools should be 
subjected to this particular inspection, 
the present was not the place in the Bill 
in which to introduce the new power ; 
it should be the subject of a subsequent 
clause by itself. He hoped, however, 
that no attempt would be made to mix 
up the powers with regard to sanitary 
matters. The sanitary authorities had 
officers properly qualified for the work, 
and if it was desirable that there should 
be a special inspection from the sanitary 
point of view, it should be the work 
of the sanitary authority of the 
district and not of the County Counci . 
The hon. Member proposed to throw 
upon County Councils the duty of inspect- 
ing the sanitary condition of all schools 
within their area, and to declare whether 
or not they were properly equipped as 
regarded cubic space, drains, and so on. 
That could be done efficiently only by an 
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inspector who was not only able to 
visit once or twice a year, but to make 
repeated visits, and especially surprise 
visits. If this was to be done by the 
County Council it would mean an enor- 
mous increase of staff, and consequently 
a considerable increase in the cost of 
administering the Act. If any such 
fresh powers were to be conferred, he 
hoped the Committee would decide to 
confer them upon the sanitary authori- 
ties rather than the County Councils. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
agreed that this matter could be better 
raised in a new Clause, but if the pro- 
posal was in some way added to the 
Bill the machinery would be very simple. 
It was the’ duty of the local medical 
officer to inspect the schools the same 
as other buildings in the district, and 
the result of the present proposal would 
be that the County Council, as the 
education authority, would simply have 
to instruct its own officer to supervise 
and check the work of the local officer, 
just as it did now in regard to certain 
matters. There was also such an officer 
as the county surveyor, within whose 
department these questions of cubic 
space and so on would fall. Moreover, 
under the present Bill, the County 
Council had already the power of super- 
vising elementary schools in regard to 
these matters. He thought, therefore, 
the difficulties had been rather exag- 
gerated, but he agreed it would be better 
to bring the matter up in a new Clause. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS - OWEN | asked 
leave to withdraw the Amendment, on 
the understanding that he might bring 
up a new Clause. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that if the 
hon. Member brought up a new Clause 
the Government would consider it, but 
he could not undertake the responsi- 
bility of bringing up a Clause himself. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. MATHER said the Amendment 
he was about to move was one of a 
large number having the same object. 
It would be more satisfactory to the 
education authorities, when they under- 
took the work under the Bill, if they 
had a definite sum on which they could. 
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uepend without any charge on the rates 
for the purpose of efficiently discharging 
their educational duties. If the Govern- 
ment intended to concede the point, it 
would not be necessary to argue the 
question, but he might mention that, 
of the total amount of the whisky 
money—about £900,000—a portion had 
been capitalised in some of the larger 
county boroughs in the form of large 
expenditure on the building of central 
technical schools, which not only afforded 
educational facilities for the surrounding 
area, but were visited, in some instances, 
by students from Germany and other 
Continental countries. That part of the 
money was gone for ever. As to the 
maintenance of night classes and other 
matters, many local authorities had 
entered into arrangements of a perma- 
nent character, and unless this excise 
money was absolutely secured under the 
Bill, these authorities would always have 


hanging over their heads a doubt 
as to whether the money might 
not, at some time, be diminished. 


Even in the small centres of population it 
was quite certain that a very large sum 
of money in addition to that spent on 
technical education would be required, and 
a sum far greater that the rate of 2d. in 
the £, which the County Council already 
had the right of imposing upon the rate- 
pavers. In the interests of education, 
and in view of what they had to do to 
provide sufficient technical and secondary 
education, it was important that it should 
he made compulsory that the Councils 
should spend this whisky money, and then 
come upon the rates for the balance which 
this amount would not cover. A 1d. rate 
levied over the whole of England would 
amount to £700,000 per annum, there- 
fore, a 2d. rate would — produce 
£1,400,000. If that amount was 
raised there would be, with the grant 
of £900,000 from the Exchequer, 
which was announced last night, and 


the whisky money, and the Science 
and Art grant, something — over 
£3,000,000 available for secondary, 


technical, and higher education, if the 
sum stipulated for in the Bill was 
made permanent. He was not now 
prepared to say whether a rate of 2d. 
in the £ would be sutficient, but it was 
suflicient at any rate for some consider- 
able time, and with £3,000,000 a good 
start could be made. 


Mr. Mather. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 1, line 19, to leave out the word 
‘may’ and insert the word ‘shall.’”—(A/r. 
Mather.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘may’ stand part of the clause. 


(5.20.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it 
would be absurd to contend that it was 
vital to the scheme of the Government 
that the Bill should remain in its present 
shape. Although personally he should 
support the Clause as it stood, because he 
believed that it added to their resources, 
he proposed to leave it to the Committee 
to decide this point. They had added to 
the resources of the local authority as 
regarded elementary education, they had 
given them the technical instruction 
money, and last night they gave them a 
clear indication that they ought not to 
give the go-by to secondary education. 
He thought himself that that was enough, 
but he hoped the Committee would deal 
with the matter perfectly independently. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
he was glad to learn that the Committee 
were to have a perfectly free hand. Two 
important bodies were brought in who 
were interested in this question—he 
alluded to the Municipal Corporations 
Associations and the County Councils 
Associations both of which were concerned 
with county and municipal affairs. Both 
those bodies had carried resolutions in 
favour of the substitution of “shall” 
instead of “may.” His hon. friend 
the Member for the Tewkesbury Di- 
vision of Gloucestershire had told the 
Committee that it was the duty of the 
House to allow a portion of the money 
popularly known as the whisky money 
to be used in relief of the rates. 
It simply meant that if Parliament, 
after full discussion, altered the financial 
arrangements in a certain Bill, therefore 
they should consider that the true 
intention of Parliament was to be found 
in the shape in which the proposal was 
introduced, and not in the shape in 
which it received the royal assent. 
Upon the last occasion when the hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Tewkesbury 
Division tried to win over the hearts 
ot the County Councils Association, he 
only got one supporter. 
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(5.25.) Sm JOHN DORINGTON 


(Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) said he 
rather traversed the position taken up 
by the noble Lord the Member for 
the Cricklade Division, because for 
a whole session the House was under 
the impression, much to the satis- 
faction of the local authorities, 
that £390,000 was being placed at 
their disposal for the relief of their rates. 
Nobody then had any idea that it 
was going to be changed until within 
two days of theend of the session, not 
knowing what to do with another sum 
which became available, and not knowing 
that the sum available was going to be 
exactly double the amount, this new 
proposal was made. Mr. Acland himself 
put upon the Paper an Amendment that 
one half should be applied to education, 
and to that he did not think anybody 
objected at the time, except that it was 
rather scouted in the debate that 
£390 000 would be of much use for such a 
purpose. Mr. Goschen—now Lord Goschen 
—said he thought that they might very 
well trust the Councils in this matter, 
and so the Clause was framed as it now 
stood. Those were the circumstances 
under which he rightly or wrongly 
had advised his county to devote the 
money to the relief of the rates, and not 
from any hostility to the principle. The 
ratepayers were entitled to this money, 
but they found that had they applied 


the whole of the money to technical 
education they could not have done 
any more good to the ratepayers. 


It was this theory which had rather 
destroyed the useful application of this 
money. In many counties they had 
dribbled this money away in little dabs 
which were absolutely useless. What he 
contended was that it was extremely bad 
finance to that anybody should 
spend a definite sum of money, whether 
it was required or not, on a particular 
object. That should be left to the 
discretion of the body administering 
the money. He was looking over the 
accounts of another county afew days 
ago, and he found that they had applied 
the whole of this money for technical 
education. They had spent it in every 
sort of way and there had been great 
waste. Ifthis House would leave the 


say 
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local authorities to use this money in 
their own way it would be by far the 
best way of managing the finances for 
education. 


Mr. BRYCE said that so far as 
he understood his hon. friend’s Amend- 
ment, it was that the County Councils 
had considered that they had some 
sort of right and interest in the money 
and that they had travelled out of 
their way to use it in an improper manner 
to different purposes from that for which 
it was intended. Surely the reply was 
that the money should be definitely 
devoted to secondary education, in which 
case the temptation to which his hon. 
friend referred would disappear. Then 
the money would not be allocated for 
the relief of the ratepayers, and the 
local authority would be free to devote 
it to a definite Parliamentary purpose. 
His hon. friend said it was bad finance to 
allocate a particular sum to a particular 
purpose. If he understood the hon. 
Member’s argument, it was that a definite 
sum should not be given to a particular 
purpose, because the needs of that purpose 
might be greater or less at any particular 
time, and that, therefore, the amount 
ought to be adapted to the needs of the 
time. That would be a sound argument 
in some cases, but he did not think it 
applied in this instance, because it was 
perfectly certain that the needs of 
technical and secondary education would 
greatly exceed the sum the local authori- 
ties would receive. It was perfectly clear 
that the local authorities would have to 
spend a larger sum if they were to do 
their duty than what was known as thie 
drink money would give them in each 
year. Therefore the argument of his 
hon. friend appeared to fall to the ground. 
The First Lord of the Treasury had taken 
the very unusual, and, he must say, very 
satisfactory, course of expressing himself 
as having an absolutely open mind on 
the subject. The Government were 
taking a peculiar course in this matter. 
The year before last they proposed to 
devote the money entirely to secondary 
and technical education. This year they 
proposed that it should not be so devoted, 
but left to the discretion of the local 
authority, and now at the Committee 
stage the right hon. Gentleman told them 
that neither the first nor the second 


thoughts were to he followed, but the 
third thoughts, which were to leave the 
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matter to the House. In these circum- 
stances he hoped hon. Members would 
not have much difficulty in coming to a 
conclusion. Three arguments were con- 
clusively in favour of the Amendment. 
The first was that it was undesirable to 
leave the destination of the money 
indefinite ; the second was that the most 
progressive County Councils had already 
applied the money in the manner desired 
by his hon. friend; and the third was 
that no one who knew what the needs 
of secondary and technical education 
were, could deny that more money would 
he needed. 


* (5.36.) Mr. JAMES LOWTHER 
said the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Aberdeen had gone 
far beyond what the facts warranted 
in regard to the whisky money. He 
thought it was clear that the intention 
of Parliament, speaking broadly, was that 
one-half of the money should go to the 
relief of the ratepayers at large, while 
the other half was more or less ear-marked 
for educational purposes, though it was 
distinetly provided that the County Coun- 
cils could, if they thought fit, apply the 
whole towards the relief of the rates. Not- 
withstanding that, it was quite true that 
educational enthusiasts — he used no 
stronger word — had in many places 
applied all this money to technical 
instruction so-called, and deprived the 
ratepayers of the pecuniary advantage 
which Parliament intended them to 
derive from the application of at least 
half of the money to relief of the 
rates. In many cases the money had 
been scandalously misapplied. It had 
not been used in a way that would 
advance the rising generation of their 
localities in the avocations they would 
naturally follow. The way in which the 
money had been squandered had dis- 
gusted the ratepayers. The Committee 
were now asked to invoke the aid of the 
central authority, not for the purpose of 
controlling expenditure and protecting 
the ratepayer, but for the purpose of 
hounding on the local bodies to spend as 
much money as they could. They often 
heard in that House lamentations over 
the extravagant tendencies of the day, 
and the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire 
frequently drew their attention to 
the times of Sir Robert Peel and Mr. 


Mr. Bryce. 
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Gladstone, who were staunch econo- 
mists. But now no one, not even so 
sound a member of the body politic ias 
his right hon. friend the Member for 
Dartford, would lift one finger in favour 
of the oppressed ratepayer and the down- 
trodden taxpayer. This was no small 
matter. Upwards of twelve millions 
annually was placed at the discretion of 
the Education Department and the 
local educational authorities, and the cry 
was still for more. Whatever money Par- 
liament granted from the National Ex- 
chequer or allowed to be expended from 
local rates ought to be jealously super. 
vised, whereas on the contrary no attempt 
whatever was made to curtail local 
extravagance. He did not know what 
would have been said by theold economists 
o the past who protested invariably 
against even necessary expenditure for 
the protection of this country. Some 
of the hon. Members now before him had 
taken part in divisions with the object of 
cutting down the Army by a few thousand 
men, and had advocated economies which 
were petty when compared with the 
millions the Committee were now asked 
to aid the local authorities in squandering 
without any kind of supervision or con- 
trol. In fact, these important provisions 
regarding expenditure involving many 
millions annually were being lett to the 
mercy of a chance division, without any 
guidance fromtheGovernment which was 
responsible for the large inroads which it 
was proposed to make upon public funds. 
Of course, he was prepared to accept the 
view that reasonable facilities ought to 
be offered so far as elementary education 
was concerned ; but as regarded so-called 
higher education, he believed that private 
enterprise, which it was proposed to drive 
out of the field by national competition, 
had done its work well. He happened 
himself to represent a constituency where 
the scholastic element was very strong, 
and where there were perhaps more 
schools of a higher class than in any 
other constituency, to which the sons and 
daughters of persons resident in clistant 
parts of the kingdom were drawn by the 
combined attraction of a high-class educa- 
tion and healthy, bracing air. The State 
was going to enter into competition in a 
very unfair manner with the owners and 
conductors of those schools, who had 
been performing a very useful work. He 
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protested against the utter recklessness 
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with which the financial proposals of the 
Government in connection with this Bill 
were being received. 


Str EDWARD GREY said that when 
he had made an interjection, of which the 
right hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down took notice, he did not mean in any 
way to reflect on the character of his con- 
stitutents. What was in his mind was 
whether the right hon. Gentleman had 
entirely taken his scholastic consti- 
tuents into his confidence in regard to 
secondary education. He understood 
that the right hon. Gentleman went on a 
little further, and said that the scholastic 
arrangements in his constituency were 
very greatly the result of private effort 
and local endowments. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER 
were almost wholly private 
schools. 


said they 
adventure 


sir EDWARD GREY : Well, relying 
on their own resources and not being 
dependent on the State. That was all 
very well a generation or two ago, but 
other nations had done _ differently. 
However good these private adventure 
schools might be, they stood in the way 
of the establishment of a national system 
of secondary education. The right hon. 
Gentleman seemed to be hankering after 
another state of affairs, in which some day 
we might have a land where there would be 
no education and no rates. Now, there 
vas a good deal to be said for that view in 
that education was troublesome and rates 
were burdensome, but when once we had 
no education and no rates— 


*\MIr. JAMES LOWTHER said that 
what he thought was that it was 
reasonable that the State should provide 
purely elementary education, but no more, 
and that no charge should be laid upon 
the rates. 


Sik EDWARD GREY: Well, no 
higher education and no rates. But we 
were now only at the beginning of 
higher education. Assuming, however, 
that the condition the right hon. 
Gentleman desired—of elementary educa- 
tion but no higher education and no 
rates—was one that would be enjoyable, 
it had ceased to be possible. We had 
got to make our living in the world in 
competition with other nations, and we 
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must have higher education, whether we 
thought it a desirable thing or not. 
Considering, therefore, that the need of 
higher education was so pressing, the money 
at our disposal should be turned into 
channels to be devoted to higher 
education. It had been said that the 
whisky money had been badly applied. 
The hon. Member for the Tewkesbury 
Division said that it had been applied in 
driblets, and that because the sum was so 
small and the need so great, they could 
make no progress with higher education. 
Butthat was the reason why it was desirable 
to ear-mark a particular sum to be used 
in conjunction with other sums for the 
promotion of higher education. He 
would urge upon the Committee to 
take that fact into consideration, and 
that the First Lord of the Treasury 
had left this an open question. Two 
principal grants were made for education, 
and they should ensure that the money 
so given to the local authorities was used 
for the purposes intended by Parliament. 
The surest way to waste money was to 
give it wholesale in relief of rates, as 
had been pointed out in the case of the 
police grants. The true principle was 
to select something which was of 
a national character, with a national 
purpose about it, and let the central 
authority see that that purpose was 
efficiently carried out by the local 
authorities. He believed that when 
this particular grant was given to the 
local authorities it was with the intention 
that some of it should be applied in 
relief of the rates; but they should 
regard that money as the first instalment 
of an endowment of the higher education. 
He would point out to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Sleatord, who 
was asking more aid from the Exchequer, 
that here was his opportunity if the local 
authorities were really desirous of doing 
their duty towards higher education. It 
seemed to him that it made very little 
difference whether this money was to be 
given in relief of rates or to the promotion 
of higher education, unless it was assumed 
that the new local education authority 
would do nothing at all for higher 
education. Surely after all they had 
heard of what had been done in other 
countries in regard to higher education, 
they should not be afraid that as much 


, should be done in our own land. 
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(5.53.) Mr. CHAPLIN said that the 
hon. Baronet the Member for Berwick 
seemed to have curious ideas as to what 
was money in the Treasury. Certainly 
this money was originally granted for 
the Treasury, but at present it was put at 
the disposal of the ratepayers ; and was it 
to be taken away from them? The hon. 
Gentleman and others on the opposi:e 
side of the House seemed almost inten- 
tionally to distort the reason for whieh 
he and his friends opposed this Bill. 
They had no objection to higher educa- 
tion. [Opposition ironical laughter. | 
He was not speaking for his right hon. 
friend the Member for Thanet. On the 
contrary, he was as much in favour of 
higher education as the hon. Gentleman 
opposite himself. Where they differed 
was as to where the resources for higher 
education were to come from. Why was 
one class to pay for an object which they 
and everyone else admitted was a national 
concern! But that was what was pro- 
posed by this Bill, and it was for that 
reason that he and his friends intended 
to oppose it by every means in their 
power. He congratulated the right hon. 
Member for East Fife on the acumen 
he showed when he told the Committee 
that the First Lord of the Treasury was 
evidently anxious to have his hand forced 
on this question. The right hon. Gentle- 
man divined the First Lord’s intention 
much more accurately than he had done. 
The Leader of the House said that this 
was to be an open question, for which his 
whips were to be withdrawn, and on 
which the Committee was to vote exactly 
as it liked. [Opposition Cheers.| It was 
natural enough that hon. Gentleman 
opposite should cheer, but having regard 
to all the pledges that had been given to 
Members on this subject this was hardly 
the treatment they expected. This was 
a proposal which would lose to the rate- 
f Amendment was carried, 
the sum of £390,000. The day before, 
with great generosity, the First Lord 
came forward with the great announce- 
ment that the Government were prepared 
to make the concession of a grant to 
the ratepayers of £900,000. And yet, if 
this Amendment was carried, and for 
which every facility was being given—for 
it must be remembered that if the mght 
hon. Gentleman desired to keep the Bill 
as it stood, he had only to send his whips 
to the top of the Table—it would take 
away nearly half of what the right hon. 


payers, if the 
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Gentleman had promised them the day 
before. He would leave it to the right 
hon. Gentleman to say how far that 
was consistent with the pledges he had 
given. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : What pledges ¢ 


Mr. CHAPLIN: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman deny that he andI and many 
others have given pledges to give what 
relief we can to the rates, and especially 
in regard to agricultural land ? 


Mr A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend is under an extraordinary delusion. 
I explained to the House, and to him, 
that the form in which the proposal was 
brought in by the Government last year, 
was a compulsory form. I myself 
prefer the present form. ‘There has 
never been any disguise that it is a most 
ditticult and doubtful question, and I do 
not disagree with my right hon. friend 
in liking to see the rates diminished. 


Mr. CHAPLIN said that ever since 
1895 they had been urging that relief 
should be given to agricultural rates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend is really under a delusion. If he 
will cast his mind back he will find that 
he himself was responsible in 1896 for 
this very proposal. 


Mr. CHAPLIN said he did not re- 
member the proposal his right hon. 
friend referred to. If his right hon. 
friend said that, he was afraid that 
they must agree to differ ia opinion. 
But how was it consistent with the 
appointment of the Royal Com- 
mission? That Commission recom- 
mended that edueation, techn cal and 
secondary as well as_ elementary, 
should be treated as a national service, 
hut how was it being treated now! 
Was it treating it as a national service 
to take away from the ratepayers the 
relief of £390,000, which they enjoyed 
at the present time? He did not know 
that it was. What he was about to say, 
in conclusion, was that he honestly 
approached this question with the 
intention and desire, subject to what 
he held to be a fair settlement with 
regard to the question of policy, to 
bring it to a successful conclusion. It 
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they were to see the interests of the 
ratepayers sacrificed in order to find 
favour with the views of hon. and right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, he did not 
think it would be in the direction in 
which his right hon. friend would be 
likely to find support from those who 
sat on the Government side of the 
House. It was only a question of money 
and where the money was to come from, 
and even right hon. Members on the 
Front Bench could not say there was any 
difficulty on that score, seeing that the 
money which they had at their disposal 
could not have disappeared at the 
present time. 


Mr. LLOY D-GEORGE said he was not 
in the habit of defending the present 
Government, but he certainly could not 
see what complaint the right hon. Gentle- 
man who had just spoken had with re- 
gard to this matter. All that the Govern- 
ment hadd one was to leave the Com- 
mittee to decide this question. He was 
sorry the Government did not adopt that 
attitude oftener. He could understand 
their not doing so on great matters of 
principle, but with regard to subsidiary 
matters he thought the House should be 
allowed to consider the questions on their 
merits. Heagreed with the right hon. 
Member for Thanet that a great deal of 
the whiskey money spent on technical 
education had been wasted, but it 
had been wasted because the County 
Councils of England had only sub- 
sidised an occasional science school 
and an occasional lectureship. They had 
not considered thoroughly any scheme 
for the expenditure of the money on a 
systematic basis. In Wales, on the other 
hand, the money had been spent on 
education, and the people in addition 
had taxed themselves to the extent 
of a halfpenny rate and had also got 
an equivalent grant. In Wales it was 
impossible to point to a single case in 
which the money had been wasted. 
Wales had a good system and had not 
been extravagant or wasteful. The 
Committee must remember that at 
present education had been a purely 
subsidiary duty of the County Councils. 
A certain sum was handed over for 
educational purposes ; but in the future 
education would be their primary duty. 
There was not a tithe of the amount 
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spent upon anything they did that they - 
would have to spend on education. The 
whole of the education of the counties 
would be in their charge. They would 
havea better class of men and _ better 
committees and better expert advice 
throughout the country, and the result 
would be that the money would be better 
spent than at present. The hon. Member 
for the Tewkesbury Division objected 
very strongly to spending the whole of 
the money on education. He said he 
could not see how it could all be spent. 
If the hon. Member had read the Educa- 
tion Report upon the secondary 
education of Switzerland he would have 
no difficulty in understanding it. In 
the Canton of Berne, with a population 
about eyual to Gloucestershire, they had 
72 secondary schools and 5 colleges 
for the training of teachers, all the 
money for which came out of the 
taxation of the Canton. In Gloucester- 
shire most of the money came from 
Imperial sources, and, comparing a poor 
country like Switzerland with a rich 
country like Gloucestershire, he thought 
the hon. baronet ought to be ashamed to 
advance such an argument simply 
because he had spent £7,000 in 
subsidising a few butter factories. 


Mr. JASPER MORE (Shropshire, 
Ludlow) said his county represented 
860,000 acres, and in that county they 
had lately spent £80,000 on one school 
and 60,000 on another, and there was 
still £100,000 to be spent on secondary 
education. He dwelt on the difficulties 
of spending the whiskey money on 
secondary education in such a county 
as that, so that the results might be 
accessible to all the inhabitants. The 
farmers would probably form a con- 
temptuous opinion of secondary educa- 
tion if they saw the money spent on 
itinerant lectures. He asked for some 
guidance as to the manner in which the 
proceeds of a twopenny rate and the 
whisky money should be expended in 
a county such as Shropshire. 


(6.15.) Lorp WiLLOUGHBY pe 
ERESBY (Lincolnshire, Horncastle) 
said he was extremely sorry to hear 
the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
supporting the Amendment, because 
he had heard him make a speech— 
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which he thought a most eloquent 
and admirable speech—in an earlier 
period of the Bill, in which he 
praised the County Councils’ past work 
and spoke very much in favour of not 
limiting their powers. This Amendment, 
however, did limit their powers. The 
First Lord of the Treasury had declared 
that one of the objects of the Bill was 
to make the County Councils the 
education authority, responsible to 
the electors for the policy they pursued. 
He (Lord Willoughby) was bold enough 
to state that any Amendment such as 
the one before the House would have 
the effect of reducing the power of the 
County Councils. Why should it not 
be left to the electors to criticise the 
policy for themselves? Why should 
not the County Councils have a fight 
over this question, and not be dictated 
to by Parliament as to how they were 
t» spend their money? The County 
Councils had spent a great deal of the 
whisky money in technical education 
to the great advantage of the counties ; 
but from his own small experience he 
equally knew that a great deal of the 
money had been absolutely wasted. He 
believed every hon. Member declared 
himself in his election address to be 
in favour of efficiency combined with 
economy. If this money was spent 
for efficiency, he was the last man to 
offer opposition, but he certainly did 
strike when it came to sending a man 
round the villages to give lectures 
on shorthand. His whole approval of 
the Bill was based on the ground that 
the County Council would be made 
the education authority, and he was in 
favour of placing the onus of responsi- 
bility on that body, and not upon 
Parliament. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said the 
hon. Member had made an excellent 
speech in favour of efficiency and 
economy, but he believed that this 
Amendment could be shown to conduce 
to that. This proposal was contained 
in two Government Bills in the last 
six years. What was the proposal ? 
It was made by the Royal Commission 
appointed some years ago, and generally 
accepted at the time, and since affirmed 
and supported by all the educational and 
and most of the important municipal 
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bodies. The hon.Member for the Tewkes- 


bury Division had been unable on 
several occasions to persuade the County 
Councils Association not to lend their 
support to this proposal at the present 
time. One hundred county boroughs 
appropriated the whole of this money, 
and thirteen appropriated part of this 
money, to education. The County 
Council influenced by the hon. Baronet 
had also recently resolved that the whole 
of their portion should be so appropriated. 
The County Councils had taken a 
limited view of their duties under the 
Act; they would now have to take 
an extended view. They would find 
more opportunity for the legitimate 
expenditure to which each would have 
to devote this money. The whole sum 
of £390,000 was not affected by this 
Amendment. Not more than £30,000 
was affected by this Bill in any way. 
It was a great advantage to a county 
body to have a fund definitely appro 
priated to higher education. At present 
the fund was in a doubly precarious 
position. There had been occasions 
when the Government had abstracted 
a portion of it There was also the 
danger that a County Council elected 
on a ery of economy might abstract 
from education money which the 
previous County Council had devoted 
to it. Asa County Council was elected 
for only three years, there might be con- 
stant reversals of policy, and it would he 
impossible to establish new scholastie insti 
tutions on any permanent basis. It was 
in the interests of economy as well as of 
efficiency to have a permanent fund de 
finitely devoted to higher instruction. 
Horror had been expressed at the fact 
that a particular county had a_ year’s 
income in hand. In a county like his 
own, if they had a year’s income in hand 
they would view the operation of the 
Act as regarded secondary education with 
much more equanimity, because there 
were many institutions which required 
aid, but they could net be aided unless 
they had not only such income as was 
given by the whisky money, but also 
some reserve income in hand. This was 
not a question of rating, but of a fund 
definitely devoted to higher education, 
and he should heartily support the 
Amendment. 
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(6.30.) Earn PERCY said the hon. 
Member opened his speech by showing 
that the present Amendment was un- 
called for, because County Councils in the 
majority of instances already did pre- 
cisely that which it was now sought to 
make compulsory, and he could not see 
the logic of the argument that if a local 
authority had used its discretion wisely 
it was a reason for taking away that 
discretion. But his main objection to 
the Amendment was that it seemed to be 
quite incompatible with the spirit of the 
compromise arrived at on the previous 
night. It could not be denied that those 
local authorities who, up to the present, 
had been using the whisky money in 
relief of rates, would be practically com- 
pelled by this Amendment to provide 
higher education out of a new rate. He 
regretted that the compromise should be 
broken through in that way, because it 
would make those who were very anxious 
as far as possible to meet the views of 
hon. Gentlemen on the other side, very 
wary as to how they entered upon any 
compromise in future. 


Dr. MACNAMARA was - greatly 
obliged to the Government for having 
left the Committee free to decide how 
they should vote on this matter. He 
failed to see what the Amendment had 
to do with the previous night’s com- 
promise. That the whisky money should 
be devoted to the purposes of higher 
education was the unanimous recom- 
mendation of the Secondary Education 
Commission, and he was certainly sur- 
prised to hear the right hon, Gentleman 
the Member for Sleaford complain of 
the action of the Government, because 
this very proposal was made in the Bill 
of 1896, on the back of which appeared 
the name of the right hon. Gentleman 
himself. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Thanet had done his friends 
in Kent a serious injustice in saying that 
they ought not to spend public money on 
higher education, and that they educated 
the people beyond their station. As a 
matter of fact, the people of Kent, to 
their credit, spent all their £31,000 of 
the whisky money on education, large 
portions of it being devoted to instruction in 
bee keeping, poultry rearing, horticulture, 
domestic economy, and farriery. It was 
a curious fact that nearly all the opposi- 
tion to the proposal came from Members 
representing localities in which the money 
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was at present being spent for purposes 
of technical education. Even in Lincoln- 
shire, out of the £14,000 received, 
£13,000 was spent on education. 


An Hon. Memper: Then why not 
leave it to the people to go on in the 
same way ? 


Dr. MACNAMARA said they were 
proposing in the Bill that these authorities 
should rate themselves for the purposes 
of elementary education, and in many 
notwithstanding the grant of 
£1,730,000, they would have to rate 
themselves very heavily. Under those 
circumstances, especially if the Bill were 
made compulsory, many districts would 
be inclined to draw back from the 
good work they had been doing, and 
to divert some of the money now 
being spent on technical education to 
the relief of the rates. Many statements 
had been made as to the actual amount 
of this money. References had been 
made to “ millions’. The whisky money 
last year amounted to £980,000, of which 
£886,000 were already allocated to pur- 
poses of education, so that the effect of 
the Amendment would simply be to set 
free another £100,000. It would do a 
considerable amount of good in some 
localities if they were obliged to spend 
this money on education. Preston, for 
instance, now spent £650 out of the 
whisky money on education; under 
this Amendment, Preston would have 
to spend £2,200, and, if he knew any- 
thing of the district, the money was 
very much needed. Gloucestershire 
spent £7,000 at present, and _ this 
Amendment would make that county 
spend £14,000 on technical education. 
Hertfordshire spent £2,750, and this 
Amendment would make that county 
spend £6,000. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Hertfordshire spends £24,000.] He was 
quoting from the Blue-book of the 
Sth of July, 1901, which stated that 
Hertfordshire had spent £2,750 on 
technical education. If those figures 
were wrong, and Hertfordshire had 
gone ahead in that way, he was glad to 
hear it. 


cases, 


COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said that he always 
understood that when they were urged 
to throw in their lot in favour of local 


3 K 2 








1557 Education 
self-government, they all anticipated 
that the electors would be able to exer- 
cise their own discretion in regard to 
the results which they expected to 
achieve by these grants. They now 
heard an hon. Member on this side of 
the House saying that he would support 
this Amendment because, at some future 
time, there might be a reversal of this 
policy. That was what hon. Gentlemen 
opposite were hoping for, and what was 
sauce for the goose was sauce for the 
gander. He did not think that hon. 
Gentlemen opposite for one moment 
supposed that Gentlemen on his side 
of the House were one whit less inter- 
ested than they were in the matter of 
national education. ‘The difference be- 
tween them was that some hon. Mem- 
bers thought it was not necessary to 
drive all horses and teams at the same 
pace, and they thought they could get 
better results by allowing a little more 
freedom of option to the different 
localities. | lt should be remembered 
that there were large amounts of money 
available for educational purposes from 
private individuals, and he thought 
that was a good reason for not making 
this proposal compulsory in regard to 
the spending of the whisky money. In 
his own county they happened to have 
large endowments for educational pur- 
poses, and surely they ought to be 
allowed to treat their own income in 
the way which they thought best. 
Although the Government had in their 
wisdom left this question open, he 
hoped those who were, generally speak- 
ing, in favour of trusting these authori- 
ties to do their duty, would not be led 
away by the specious arguments of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, but would stick 
close to the fundamental fact that the 
localities were better able to judge than 
Parliament the exact way in which this 
money should be utilised in their own 
districts. They should trust in the 
wisdom and commonsense of the local 
authorities, and for these reasons he 
should vote for retaining this option. 


*(6.45.) Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, 
Dartford) said he found it difficult to give 
a silent vote upon this question. 
sent he was not going into the constitu- 
tional principle involved. He looked upon 
this as a sum of money given by a very 
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useful mishap, some years ago, for 
educational purposes. He thought it 
would be a grievous misfortune if they 
were to allow any portion of the money 
now used for education to be utilised 
in the future for the reduction of rates. 
Although the first inception of this fund 
was unfortunate, the accidental grant 
of this money had been the greatest 
educational boon that had been con 
ferred in their day, and it would be a 
national misfortune if it were now allowed 
to be diverted. This sum of £900,000 
was a mere flea-bite compared with the 
stimulus it bad given to educational 
zeal, and this amount sank into utter 
insignificance when they remembered 
how it had stirred up the munificence of 
rich individuals to supplement thissum by 
providing splendid buildings for technical 
education. This sum, per sv, wassmall, but 
taken in conjunction with the stimulus 
that had been given to technical educa- 
tion on the one hand, and the provision of 
magnificent buildings and institutes all 
over the country on the other hand, 
good results had been obtained. His 
right hon. colleague had turned upon 
him and represented him as a reckless 
spendthrift in this matter. If the policy 
he had pursued in the past justified that 
statement, he was afraid he should con- 
tinue to bea reckless spendthrift to the 
end of the chapter, and he was afraid 
his right hon. friend would always look 
upon him as a hopeless and incurable 
case. He intended to vote for making 
the application of this sum compulsory, 
and he should do this as an earnest 
educationist because he believed that a 
great movement was going on on behali 
of technical education, and they should 
not allow that movement any chance 
of drifting back in the wrong direction. 
Not many days ago he visited one of 
the few establishments in this country 
for making optical instruments. There 
he saw mechanical contrivances of the 
most exquisite kind; he saw all the 
machinery and the whole process from 
beginning to end, and he saw a vast 
amount of the most delicate machinery. 
He afterwards learned that out of all 
those splendid machines and _instru- 
ments he had seen only one of 
English manufacture. Each separate 
room had its own particular foreman, 
and only one of those foremen was an 
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Englishman, the rest being Germans. 
He could quote many another instance 
of this kind, and therefore he should 
vote most heartily for making the applica- 
tion of this money compulsory in future. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) heartily 
supported the Amendment. The attitude 
he had always endeavoured to take 
on English Edueation Bills was that, 
while he felt it to be his duty to defend 
the liberty, as he conceived it to be, of 
educational teaching in this country, and 
to jook after the interests of the volun- 
tary schools, he would never be a party 
to any obscurantist policy, or to any 
action which was likely to cause an injury 
to the spread of education. He had 
listened with amazement to some of the 
speeches of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
There was a small minority of hon. 
(sentlemen opposite who looked upon 
the creation of a truly national system 
of secondary and higher education in this 
country as a positive misfortune. He 
could conceive of men arguing in favour 
of the proposition that, if they [gave 
too much elementary education to the 
labourers in the country, it would tend 
to increase the migration of the agricul- 
tural population from the country to the 
town. The reason was that by edu- 
cating them they were enabled to read 
newspapers, aud in that way were made 
acquainted with the miserable condition 
of their surroundings. The conditions 
wider which agricultural labourers were 
compelled to exist in Lincolnshire and 
other parts of the country were con- 
ditions under which no population ought 
to be allowed to work. He had read 
recently an article written by an Eng- 
lish lady describing the condition of 
things in Lincolnshire at the present 
time. Therefore, it was true, that by 
teaching the agricultural labourers how 
to read and write they were breeding 
(liscontent amongst them. But, on the 
other hand, how it could enter into the 
mind of any man to imagine that by 
giving to the people of this country a 
properly organised and _ co-ordinated 
system of national education available 
for the highest and the lowest, and 
offering to the poorest of the people an 
opportunity of rising in the social scale 
it they were found to be gifted with 
talent—how any man could say that that 
would tend to depopulate rural districts 
surpassed his comprehension. Why was 
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it that men longed to go into the towns 
and cities? Because they were denied 
opportunities of rising in the country, 
and they had better prospects of 
getting on in the towns. So far from 
injuring the position of the rural popu- 
lation and tending to withdraw them 
from the land, a proper national system 
of secondary education or higher grade 
education would enormously improve 
the conditions of agriculture and bene- 
fit the people in the rural districts. 
On behalf of the Irish Party, he felt 
called upon to take part in this de- 
bate in order to declare that they would 
never be parties to any obscurantist 
policy, and they would support this 
Amendment to compel County Councils 
to devote the whisky money to the 
cause of secondary education. He might 
also add that if the proposition was 
made later on in regard to what he 
believed to be a necessary corollary of 
this Amendment, that there should be, 
in addition to the grant already promised, 
a grant in aid of secondary education in 
this country to offer some inducement 
to County Councils to rate themselves in 
support of technical education, he should 
support it 


(7.0.) Lorp HUGH CECIL (Green- 
wich) said he desired to say a word in 
this debate, because it was evident that 
those who voted against the Amendment 
would be exposed to the charge of being 
anti-educationists, and of being in favour 
of some kind of obscurantist policy. 
Those who opposed the Amendment, 
however, took a very different point of 
view. His reasons for opposing the 
Amendment were nct because of any 
jealousy of education. He might be 
permitted to say that certainly it would 
be very foolish from the political point 
of view to be against education. They 
were often told that Liberals had a 
special interest in education, but he 
could not see why. The people of the 
towns were much more educated than 
those of the rural districts, and they 
were Conservative. The people of the 
rural districts who were admittedly 
ignorant were Radical. He should be 
glad to see any system of education in 
the rural districts which would make 
them as Conservative as any other part 
of the country. One of his principal 
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reasons for being opposed to the Amend- 
ment was that he was still an advocate 
of a cause which hon. Members opposite 
formerly supported but now seemed to 
have abandoned—the cause of devolution. 
He was sorry the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Berwick was not in his 
place. He spoke eloquently in favour 
of devolution on the Second Reading of 
the Bill. He declared himself a megalo- 
maniac in regard to that principle. The 
noble Lord should very much like to 
hear the opinion of the hon. Baronet, 
or the opinion of the Liberal League, if 
that body still existed, upon this matter 
from their point of view. If any matter 
were devolved by Parliament on local 
authorities it was a small one of this 
kind, that of saying how the whisky 
money was to be spent, which could 
most safely be devolved upon them. 
Another reason why he opposed the 
Amendment was that he believed in the 
necessity of practising national economy 
wherever it was possible, and he was 
averse to saying that it was so clear and 
certain that they ought to spend every 
penny of this money on education, that 
they should not leave it to the choice of 
the local authorities, who were supposed 
to know the needs of their localities. In 
the cause of economy this was a proper 
thing to leave to the discretion of the 
County Councils. This House was an 
assembly of most inconsistent persons. 
The very life of this Bill was the principle 
of devolution, and now they were asked 
to express want of confidence in that 
principle. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden) said he was one of those 
who thought that they could spend their 
money, Whether from national funds or 
local rates, in no better way than on 
education. The noble Lord had said that 
those on the Opposition side of the House 
were not prepared to place confidence in 
the County Council. He himself believed 
that, on the question of education, they 
ought to adopt a national policy, and 
to lay down, for the guidance of County 
Councils, the minimum amount of money 
that ought to be spent on education 
other than elementary. If a County 
Council did not want to spend that 
money in any particular year, it might 
be ear-marked for the purposes of educa- 
tion, and become a nest-egg upon which 
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future generations could draw to enable 
then to erect large institutions for higher 
education. The opponents of the Amend- 
ment had been drawn almost exclusively 
from the agricultural districts. He 
wanted to point out that in many 
counties land was allowed to go out of 
cultivation, very often from the fact that 
our agriculturists were not up to date 
with their knowledge of the industry in 
which they were engaged. Farmers 
were to be found, year after year, putting 
manure on the land in the belief that 
they were doing good to that land, when, 
as a matter of fact, the kind of manure 
used was not suited to that particular 
soil. Those interested in the supply of 
dairy produce supplied articles inferior 
to those which came from Denmark and 
other countries where greater skill was 
brought to bear on the work. A great 
deal of agricultural depression frequently 
came from the lack of education. 


Sirk ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) 
said he wished to say a few words in 
support of the Amendment. The noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich had 
stated that he was in favour of devolu 
tion. He quite approved of that  prin- 
ciple, but he thought the noble Lord 
confused, for the moment, the distine- 
tion between legislation and adminis- 
tration. The question here was the 
administration of public funds. In the 
Act of 1890 the whisky moneys 
were carried to the accounts of the 
borough and county funds with this 
significant expression in the Act ‘* unless 
Parliament shall otherwise determine 
This showed that at the time the 
moneys were dealt with there was a 
reservation in the mind of Parliament 
that some application of the moneys 
to education or other purposes would 
be proposed; and that they were not 
to be considered as appropriated merely 
to the purpose of relieving the rates. 
The noble Lord had defended his view 
on the ground of efficiency and economy. 
The hon. Member held that the 
expenditure of money on_ education 
wis economical expenditure, and in 
the end might be made the means ot 
saving the rates rather than increasing 
them. He believed the local authorities, 
except some of the County Councils, 
were in favour of the appropriation 
of this money to the purposes of 
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education. 


The more we increased the 
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(7.13.) 


area of education the more probability 


there would be of men rising from the 
invention or 


ranks who, by 


a single 


Noes, 251. 


the solution of a problem in industry, 


would retrieve far 
education had cost. 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :--Ayes, 151 ; 


(Division List No. 245.) 


Question, ‘That the word 


‘shall’ be 


therein inserted” put, and agreed to. 
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ILLNESS OF THE KING. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I now beg 


to move that you, Sir, report progress. 
Though it is rather irregular, | hope 
I shall be permitted by the House to 
inform them that I have received a 
message, dated “ Buckingham Palace, 
6.40 p.m.,° to the effect that the 
King continues to make satisfactory 
progress, and is much relieved by the 
operation. I have been asked a great 
many questions from different quarters 
with regard to the inevitable results 
of the unhappy event which has burst 
upon us today; and it would be to 
the public convenience if [ were to 
state the course we think desirable. 
London celebrations are to be postponed, 
except those of a charitable character, 
such as the King’s Dinner. Probably 
celebrations in the provinces will be 
confined to entertainments of a similar 
character ; but that is a matter entirely 
in the discretion of those locally 
interested. The Naval Review will not 
take place. Banks will be bound by 
the Proclamation, and will not be open. 
The Proclamation, however, in no way 
interferes with the carrying on of 
manutactures or other business. It is 
therefore for employers to consider 
whether, in the circumstances, it would 


not be desirable to abandon their 
intention of closing their places of 


business on the 26th and 27th. 
Motion made, and Question, ‘* That the 
Chairman do report progress ; and ask 
ieave to sit again ’—(Mr 4. J. Balfour) 
put, and agreed to. 
Committee report progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
BILL. 


WALES) 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

Clause 2 :— 

(9.0) Mr. BOND moved an Amend- 
ment enabling local authorities to save up 
moneys which they did not want for 
certain purposes. He urged that it was 


desirable the whisky money should be 
ear-marked, and if unappropriated in a 
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) 


certain year should go into a Reserve 
Fund, and accumulate until it was 
required for permanent purposes, such 
as the building of colleges or schools, or 
the endowment of chairs. Hitherto 
there had been a tendency to devote 
surplus funds to the relief of the raves, 
and that he held was not desirable. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 20, after the word ‘ apply’ 
to insert the words ‘all or so much as taey 
deem necessary of.’”’—(.Wr. Bond.) 


Question proposed ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sin JOHN GORST said he was not sure 
that some alteration of the phraseology 
of the Clause was not necessary in 
consequence of the last Amendment 
which the Committee made by turning 
the word “ may” into “shall.” It was 
now directed that the whole of the 
money was to be spent on technical 
and higher education, and it was 
perhaps desirable to indicate that the 
local authorities should not be obliged 
to apply all in one year, but only +o 
much as was necessary for the purposes 
of the year, and to carry forward the 
unspent balance. Before the Report 
stage he would consider what changes 
should be made, but he did not like to 
pledge the Government at once. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he 
thought the Amendment a most proper 
one. The Clause had been made 
mandatory, and it was absurd to leave it 
that the money should be spent in a 
certain period whether it was wanted or 
not. This proposal to give discretion 
as to the time of the use of the money 
must commend itself to the judgment of 
the Committee, especially as, in the case 
of the Welsh Bill, the plan had been 
found to work well. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I understand 
that the right hon. Gentleman is pre- 
pared to accept the Amendment on 
the understanding that the phraseology 
may be revised on the Report stage ! 


Sir JOHN GORST: Yes. 


Question put and agreed to. 
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Str ALBERT ROLLIT asked as| addition to the rates at the present time 


to the exact meaning of the words 
“including any balance thereof which 
may remain unexpended at the end of a 
financial year.’ Was that intended to 
cover any balance which might remain 
unexpended at the time of the passing 
of the Act? The word “a” seemed 
indefinite. Would not the word “ any” 
or “each” be preferable ? 


Sir JOHN GORST confessed that 
further words were necessary, because as 
the clause now stood it did not make 
It was necessary to say what was 
to be carried forward. He rather 
favoured the words ‘any balance 
thereof which may remain unexpended.” 


sense. 


Sik ALBERT ROLLIT: With the 


permission of the Committee I will move | 


the omission of the words “ at the end of 
a financial year.” 


This Amendment was agreed to. 


(9.15.) Mr. CHAPLIN said the object 
of the Amendment he had on the Paper 
was to prevent the cost of higher 
education being paid entirely out ot the 
rates as proposed in the Bill. The only 
way in which he could do that was to 
move an Amendment of this kind. 
The Committee was aware that it was 
not within the power or province of any 
Member of the House, not being one ot 


His Majesty’s Ministers, to propose an | 


addition to expenditure from Imperial 
funds, and he had, therefore, had to 
resort to the expedient of moving a 


reduction, because if he were successful | 
Govern- | 


it would then be for the 


ment to make other proposals in 
order to give effect to their views 


and desires with regard to second- 
ary education. 
word or two with regard to some passages 
between the First Lord and himself cn 
the last Amendment. He had found on 
reflection that he was wrong in his state- 
ment that the course taken by the 
Goverament was contrary to their 
pledges, and he accordingly withdrew it 
unreservedly. But undcubtedly it had 
been the policy of the Government not 
to add to the burden of the rates, 
-especially in districts where circumstances 
which were notorious rendered any 


He would like to say a | 


a matter of serious concern to the rate- 
payers. His desire—and surely it was 
not unreasonable—was that the expendi- 
ture for secondary education should be 
treated on precisely the same footing as 
the concessions announced in regard to 
elementary education. The Government 
had undoubtedly made very considerable 
| concessions with regard to the national 
funds in the case of elementary edu- 
| cation and on that point he wished to 
| offer the First Lord of the Treasury his 
thanks. The Government in that matter 
had acted exactly as he should have 
| desired, and if they could only be per- 
|suaded to apply the same treatment 
|to secondary education he thought it 
| 
| 
| 








would do more than anything else to 
facilitate the Bill. !t had been his mis- 
fortune to have to speak on three or four 
| occasions in opposition to the proposals of 
| the Government, and it had been very far 
| from his wishes to do so, because with 
| the exception of the financial clauses he 
| was entirely in favour of the Bill of his 
| right hon. friend. He failed to under- 
| stand what was the reason for making 
| the distinction between elementary and 
secondary education in this matter. 
They were all agreed that educa- 
es — whether elementary or second- 
|ary— was a matter of the highest 
| national importance. They had claimed 
|for years that it was a subject which 
| should be paid for out of national funds. 
So far as local administration was con- 
cerned it was necessary to have a check 
on extravagance, and that check could 
'be most effectually administered by 
placing a portion of the burden on the 
rates. That was already done in regard 
t» elementary education. Why should 
the cost of secondary education be taken 
entirely out of the rates? It was entirely 
optional on the part of the local 
| authority, whereas elementary education 
was compulsory. His case was that a 
subject of national importance should he 
provided for out of national funds, there 
being of course the necessary check 
avainst extravagance. As the clause 
now stood, it could not have any other 
possible etfect than to make secondary 
education practically compulsory, and in 
view of the fact that the Committee had 
decided that it was the duty of the loca] 
authority not only to consider the needs 
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ot education, but to take such steps, after 
consultation with the Education Depart- 
ment, as might seem to them desirable to 


aid the supply of education other than 


elementary, how could it be otherwise than 
compulsory ? No one would deny that 
secondary and higher education was 
most desirable, and it having been as a 
result of the debates made practically 
compulsory, it ought to be subjected to 
the same financial treatment as ele- 
mentary education. He had withdrawn 
his accusation with regard to broken 
pledges against the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his colleagues, but that did not 
exonerate him from his bond to his 
constituents to do his best to prevent the 
whole cost of education entailed by that 
Bill being placed entirely on the rates. 
The right hon. Gentleman the First 
Lord the other day received a most 
numerous and important deputation at 
his instance, which urged that the cost of 
national education should be borne by the 
[Imperial Exchequer and not by the local 
rates. Unfortunately many hon. Members 
who took part in that deputation were 
not present to support him now, but still 
he hoped he would get assistance from 
right hon. and hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


Amendment proposed — 

In page 1, line 22, to leave out all the words 
after the word “year,” to end of Clause, in 
order to insert the words “together with such 
further sums as they may raise out of rates 
ander this Act not exceeding the amount which 
would he produced by a rate of one penny in 
the pound.’—( Wr. Chaplin.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


(9.27.) Stir JOHN GORST said this 
was a proposal to reduce the amount 
which the local education authority might 
raise from the rates for secondary educa- 
tion from 2d. to 1d. in the £, and that, of 
course, the Government could not pos- 
sibly aecede to, He would point out 
that secondary and higher education 
was nothing like so costly as elementary 
education. Practically the whole cost o 
the latter had to be provided, but in 
regard to the former a very large pro- 
portion might be paid by the parents of 
the students themselves. What was really 
wanted was to defray the cost of the higher 
education of those who were unable to pay 
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abilities were of such a character as to 
render it to the interest of the nation at 
large that the education should be secured 
to them. He would remind his right 
hon. friend that the Committee had just 
appropriated the local taxation money 
which came out of the Imperial Ex- 
chequer to that distinct purpose. ‘Then, 
again, the grants given out of the Imperial 
Exchequer to schools were very large. 
Very considerable grants were given not 
only to Science and Art schools, but also 
other schools, which had «a curriculum 
approved by the Board of Education, had 
very liberal capitation grants made to 
them. The grants to evening continua- 
tion schools were also very liberal. They 
had been raised in the preset year; and 
met, he thought, quite as much of the 
cost of higher education as it was reason- 
able to ask the Imperial Government to 
pay. The Amendment of his right 
hon. friend would leave the local rate- 
payer in exactly the same position as he 
now was, and with the same means at his 
disposal. The rate of 1d. was the rate to 
which he was already liable: and the 
present Bill only increased his potential 
liability by another penny. That was 
the utmost to which the lialility of the 
ratepayer was extended under the Bill. 
It was quite true that the decision in the 
celebrated Cockerton case threw on the 
county authorities an entirely new obliga- 
tion, which was formerly borne by the 
School Boards, and which was paid for 
out ofthe school rate. That was to say, 
that whereas the School Boards formerly 
raised out of the education rate an 
amount sufficient to pay tor the continua- 
tion schools, they were no longer able to 
raise it; and it had to be provided for by 
the Town Councils and County Councils in 
some other way. In fact, the present 
Bil in the case of the large county 
boroughs would practically make no change 
whatever in the position of the rate- 
payer. It was quite true that ina great 
number of large county boroughs the 
whole of the local taxation money and 
the whole of the proceeds of the 1d. rate 
were already applied to technical educa- 
tion; and when the burden of the 
evening continuation schools was shifted 
from the School Boards to the town 
councils it really made no difference to 
the ratepayer; and, therefore, in the 
great county boroughs the Bill did not 
throw any increased burden on the rate- 
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payer. 
maintaining the evening schools, which 
amounted to something like a 1d. rate,from 
one tax to another tax. It came equally 
out of the ratepayers’ pocket in both 


cases. It was quite true that in most of 
the counties the Id. rate for higher 


education was not levied; nor was the 
local taxation money spent in all cases 
for that purpose. He thought, however, 
that owing to the exigencies of debate, 
justice had not been done to the counties 
in the matter. He thought — the 
reason why they had not spent more 
money was that they were gradually 
fecling their way towards expending their 
money in a judicious and prudent 
manner. When the local taxation money 
was first given to the counties, he thought 
that they wasted a great deal of it in 
expenditure they were not prepared for. 
No doubt they threw away a great part 
of it in injudicious schemes. But since 
then, they had been gradually feeling 
their way towards a more judicious ex- 
penditure of money on higher education. 
For example, the Technical Instruction 
Board of the London County Council, 
which was one of the greatest educational 
authorities in the country, had only just 
spent the whole of the local taxation 
money, because it was feeling its way as 
to how that money should be spent to 
the best advantage in improving educa- 
tion in London. So it was with a great 
many of the counties, who had just now 
got to be able to spend wisely the whole 
of their local taxation money ; and even 
without the Bill at all, a great nuimber 
of the counties would now be beginning 
to see their way to a judicious expendi- 
ture of the ld. 


rate on evening 
schools. The hon. Member for North 


Camberwell read out the particular 
subjects in which a great many of the 
counties were spending their local taxa- 
tion money, in the advance of techno- 
logical instruction in the very occupa- 
tions which were carried on in the rural 
districts, and they were gradually fteel- 
ing their way to a larger and 
better expenditure of money. He did 
not think that even the expenditure of 
a 2d. rate would be too much for carry- 
ing on continuation schools, and techno- 
logical, agricultural, and other schools 
which were so extremely necessary. 
With regard to the interest of the rate- 
payer, he would remind the Committee 
Sir John Gorst. 
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that they |had not spent anything like 
what had been spent in other countries 
on technological instruction. The Com- 
mittee would remember that the Vice- 
President of Agriculture in Ireland was, 
before he became a Minister of the Crown, 
chairman of a Committee, consisting 
of all parties, which inquired into the 
causes of agricultural depression in 
Ireland, which was really analogous to 
the question of agricultural depression 
in other parts of the United Kingdom. 
That Committee visited several foreign 
countries, among others the neighbour- 
ing kingdom of Denmark ; and they re- 
ported that the reason why agriculture 
yas flourishing in Denmark was that 
the farmer and the labourer employed 
on the land were so very much better 
instructed than persons similarly em- 
ployed in Ireland; and that they were 
able to make a prosperous and thriving 
business of agriculture, which in Ireland 
was a failure. The Committee also re- 
ferred to the number of secondary 
schools and special agricultural schools, 
which, during the last generation, had 
been established in Ireland. He had not 
the slightest hesitation in saying that if 
similar progress had been made in Ireland 
and Lincolnshire, and other comparatively 
speaking benighted parts of the United 
Kingdom, as had been made in Denmark, 
for instance, the position of the ratepayer, 
the farmer and the labourer would be 
enormously improved ; and that Lincoln- 
shire and Ireland and other places would 
become as prosperous as Denmark, 
Switzerland, Normandy, and other agri- 
cultural parts of the Continent. There 
fore, while appreciating the motives of 
his right hon. friend, he thought that, in 
the case of towns, the Bill put no addi- 
tional burden whatever, and that, in the 
case of rural districts, it only put on a 
potential burden which might be used 
for spreading technological instruction 
in them, and which would minister 
greatly to their prosperity. 


*Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.) said he supported the state: 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Sleaford Division that the 
deputation to the First Lord of the 
Treasury did not object in the slightest 
degree to expenditure on education, 
however large: but that they objected 
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to additional taxation being put on the 
already overburdened ratepayer. He 
could not agree with the sentiment ex- 
pressed the other day by his right hon. 
friend the Member for the Stirling 
Burghs, when he said, as regarded the 
poor, the question of Imperial taxation 
was much more serious than local taxa- 
In the rural districts the com- 
plaint was not about Imperial taxation 
being heavy, but about the burden of 
the local rates on the very poor, and on 
the small freeholder and the small 
tradesman. These were the men by 
whom the heavy burden of local taxa- 
tion was felt, and in many districts they 
formed a majority of the smaller rate- 
payers. Ifsuch persons were to be rated 
heavily for primary and technical educa- 
tion, it would result in making education 
unpopular in rural districts, and he, for 
ove, would never assent to anything that 
would make education unpopular, be- 
cause once that feeling was set up in 
the country, the greatest blow it would 
be possible to conceive would be dealt at 
education. He was, therefore, support- 
ing the Amendment of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member tor Sleaford, be- 
ca\ise he Was as anxious as any man to 
promote education in every possible way. 
It was stated by his hon. friend the 
Member for the Saffron Walden Division 
‘that, although it was permissive at the 
present moment, the County Councils 
had devoted the whole of the whisky 
money, with the exception of a trifling 
sum of £30,000 to technical education, 
so what need was there for compulsion ? 
His hon. friend also said that farmers 
were so stupid that they required 
technical education in order to carry on 
their business, and that agricultural 
depression was due to the want of better 
technical education. He could not agree 
with his hon. friend. From his own 
experience, he could say that farmers, as 
a class, were very well able and very well 
qualified to carry on their business, and 
it was very doubtful whether Technical 
Education Committees could teach them 
very much more than they could learn 
from their own societies. No, it was 
bad seasons and bad prices which had 


causedagriculturaldepression. Inhisown | 


county of Somersetshire, the Technical | 
Education Committee set up a farm to 
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teach farmers how to carry on their 
business, but after a large acreage had 
been sown with oats the produce turned 
out to be mainly thistles, owing to their 
bad farming. That showed that the 
Technical Instruction Committees often 
wasted money, and he thought that 
the County Councils should have com- 
plete control over such Committees. 
The Committee had insisted that the 
whole of the technical education money 
should, rightly or wrongly, be spent in 


Technical Education. That provision 
removed a_ great deal of the check 


which the County Councils possessed 
in seeing that the money was_ spent 
wisely, as the Technical Instruction 
Committees could now, without fear of 
withdrawal, do what they liked, and 
even waste the money. He did not 
say that all the money was wasted in 
Somerset, or in any other county; but 
undoubtedly much money had been 
wasted by County and Borough Councils. 
The Vice-President himself admitted 
that County and Borough Technical 
Education Committees had wasted money 
in the past; but apparently he was now 
quite prepared to give them an absolute 
free hand in the future. The right hon. 
Gentleman referred to 


the great im- 
provement which Mr. Plunkett had 
effected in Irish agriculture; but he 


would remind the right hon. Gentleman 
that the money for that purpose came 
out of the Imperial Exchequer; and his 
contention was that money should be 
given in England in the same way. 
Technical education such as was _ pro- 
posed was a national matter, and he 
could not conceive why the whole cost 
of it, except the whisky money, should 
be thrown on the rates. He could not 
account for that, except on the supposi- 
tion that the Government had reserved 
the policy on which they had always 
prided themselves that they were ready 
to help agricultural ratepayers t) keep 
down the rates. Perhaps they now held 
that the farmers, after seven years of 


Tory government, were so well off 
that it did not matter what bur. 
dens were imposed on them. It was 
not a matter for local rating, but 


an Imperial concern; and the money 
| required for it should be provided out of 
the Imperial Exchequer. 
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*(9.45.) Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, 
Stretford) said he thought that there had 
been some mistake as to what had been 
said by the Royal Commission. It was 
an extremely important point, as it 
raised, perhaps, the most important 
of all questionsas between Imperial and 
local finance. He wished first of all, 
however, to say a few words on tlie 
general principle involved. He »was 
strongly in iavour, and he represented 
a constituency which was strongly 
in favour, of advancing technical and 
secondary education ; and he had been 
chairman of a Technical Instruction Com- 
mittee in an agricultural county which 
spent every farthing of the whisky 
money, as it was called, on secondary 
and technical education, to, he hoped, the 
great benefit of agriculture and other 
industries in that county. He wished 
to make it clear that he entirely dissented 
from the view which had been advanced 
in the debate, that those who wanted to 
put the finance of this question on a 
sound basis were in any way opposed to 
secondary or technical education. On 
the contrary, from an educational point 
of view, and from the point of view of 
furthering. as much as possible, the cause 
of secondary and technical education, it 
was most important that they should 
have a sound and proper financial basis. 
The Royal Commission had nothing to 
do directly with the education question, 
but they came to the conclusion that if 
there were to be etliciency in regard to 
local services, the best way to obtain it 
was to give « certain amount—the par- 
ticular amount he would not now dis- 
cuss—from the national Exchequer on 
the guarantee that there should be a 
certain level of etliciency, as regarded 
local administration. He would apply 
that principle with reference to educa- 


tion. Why had the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act been a success! The 
reason that they had educational 


efficiency under the Act was that there 
was a grant from the Imperial Exchequer 
in proportion to the rate raised locally. 
The inducement which had caused that 
rate to be raised was that a proportionate 
grant would be received from the nation- 
al Exchequer. If they really wanted to en- 
couragetechnicalandsecondary education, 
they ought to give sufficient funds, and 
Sir Edward Strachey. 


{COMMONS} 
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follow the precedent of the Welsh Inter- 
mediate Education Act and induce the 
people to contribute from the local rates 
by giving them an equal contribution 
from the national Exchequer. The 
essence of the Bill, if it was to be really 
valuable as regarded secondary and 
technical education, was that the controll- 
ing authorities should have | sufficient 
funds at their disposal. As the Bill at 
present stood, he thought there was great 
risk that secondary and technical educa- 
tion might be comparatively starved 
owing to insufficient financial provision. 
He was speaking partly on behalf of an 
agricultural constituency, and partly in 
respect of a Lancashire constituency. In 
a large urban constituency like the latter, 
it was perfectly natural that they should 
have more inducement and more stimulus 
with reference to technical and secondary 
education than in a purely rural district. 
He did not dissent from what the Vice- 
President had said, that it would be an 
advantage to have the best system of 


technical education in the agricultural 
districts. He could not see why they 


should not have the same opportunities 
as the boroughs, and why they should 
not be able to have the advantage of 
even the Universities themselves. From 
the point of view of the farming 
class, in which he was intensely in- 
terested, there was no class which 
should be more concerned in the 
establishment of a proper system of 
secondary education. Elementary edu- 
cation was not sufficient, and if they 
wished to give the farming class a pro- 
portionate interest in the educational 
system of the country, they should 
establish improved secondary and 
technical schools in the agricultural 
districts. With reference to the Amend- 
ment of his right hon. friend the Member 
for the Sleaford Division, he would wish 
tocite the views of the Royal Commission 
on Local Taxation. First of all, it said 
that, as regards funds voted by this 
House, they ought to be appropriated by 
the House to the particular purpose to 
which they were to be devoted. That 
was the reason he voted for the word 
‘*shall’”’ in the last division, because, 
according to the view of the Royal Com- 
mission, they ought, as regarded 
secondary instruction, to have a large 


proportion of the funds  specificall, 
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appropriated to that purpose. Other- 
wise, there wou!d be a liability to waste, 
and the funds might be dissipated by 
the local authorities. Then the Royal 
Commission had to consider—and it was 
one of the chief subjects of its labour— 
how to adjust a fair contribution as 
between what were called local charges 
and Imperial charges. The Commission 
found that with reference to Imperial 
charges imperially administered there 
was no question ; and that with reference 
to purely local charges, such as sewerage, 
there was no question; but that there 
were a large number of services,generally 


| called national, and which in any ordinary 


classification would be classed as national, 
earried out by local administration. Of 
course, he took the view that it was one 
of the advantages which the country 
possessed, that it had a better system of 
local administration than probably any 
other country in the world. But if they 
were to have local administration as 
rezarded national services, it would be 
grossly unfair to put an undue part 
ot the charge for those services 
on the local ratepayer, because, for 
the purposes of administration, the 
best agent was the local authority. 
The Bill said that any additional funds 
to be devoted to technical and secondary 
education must come out of the rate- 
payer's pocket. What was secondary 
or technical education for? First of all, 
it was to improve the higher culture of 
the nation. That wasa national matter. 
There was no local element in it. It was 
not a county or a borough or an urban 
district matter. What was the next 
point? They wanted better technical 
instruction in order that, in their com- 
mercial enterprises, they should hold 
their own, and keep the great advantage 
that they at present possessed. Was 
matter? It was quite a 
national matter, and proper funds for it 
should be provided out of the national 
Exchequer. He would take another 
illustration. It was said that one of 
the great needs of the country was 
the need of undenominational  train- 
ing colleges. He entirely agreed ; but 
they could not expect the ratepayers to 
set up those colleges. It was not a local 
matter. Looking at ordinary human 
nature as it was, if they were to have 
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effective teachers’ colleges, it was mon- 
strous to suggest that the ratepayers 
alone should pay for them. Yet that 
was the scheme of the Bill. The whisky 
money was appropriated already, and, 
therefore, any advance required in 
secondary education—one of the most 
crying needs of the age—depended on 
the goodwill of the ratepayers. But the 
burden ought not to be put on them. 
He would give a further illustration as 
indicating the harshness of making local 
administration an excuse for throwing an 
undue burden on the local ratepayers. 
The ratepayers in this country repre- 
sented only about a third of the taxable 
property of the country, and, in many 
respects, it was the poorest from whom 
anything in the shape of rates was taken. 
The question of rating affected, for 
instance, the housing problem in the 
large towns enormously; and if they 
put an undue burden on the rates, they 
would be putting, toa great extent, an 
undue burden on the class least able to 
bear it. How could any hon. Member 
get up and substantiate the proposition 
that as regarded secondary and technical 
education, two-thirds of the wealth of 
the country ought to escape from any 
burden at all? How about the richer 
classes — the millionaires, the investors 
who derived incomes from foreign invest- 
ments to the extent of £200,000,000 or 
more in the year? Were they to escape 
all burden for technical or secondary 
education? How could the putting of 
the whole burden on a third of the pro 
perty of the country be justified? That 
meant that every man who paid, paid 
three times more than he ought to have 
paid if the burden were distributed fairly 
and equitably. These were the views of 
the Royal Commission on Local Taxa 
tion. Every member of that Commission 
appreciated to the full the necessity of 
extending education, but it was the duty 
of the Commissioners —and he hoped 
they carried it out—to point out the in- 
justice of placing taxation, more than to 
a limited extent, on the ratepayer ; and 
they said that as regarded education, 
it being a_ highly national _ service, 
additional expenditure for it should be 
borne by the national Exchequer. He 
should not have intervened in the debate 
were it not that he looked upon the matter 
as one of the most important points in- 
volved in the Bill. It was all very well 
to say that the Report of the Royal 
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‘Commission would be considered by 
and by. They all knew it had to be 
considered now, or the time would 
pass away. The Royal Commission 
said that, at the present moment, 
as regarded national services locally 
administered, the ratepayer was in- 
equitably treated; and if anything 


were to be done under the Bill for 
secondary or technical education, that 
inequality would be exaggerated in his 
disfavour. He was one of the keenest 
supporters of the Bill, and he believed in 
the necessity of co-ordinating the elemen- 
tary and higher systems of education, 
but that should not be done by sacrificing 
justice. If it were done in that way it 
would react and bring about a starving 
condition with reference to secondary and 


technical education, which he believed | 


was contrary tothe views of the vast 
majority of hon. Members on both sides 
of the House. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
the Committee had heard a very able and 
plausible speech from the hon. and 
learned Member, but it really was not a 
speech on the Amendment. One would 
have thought that the proposal was to 
compel the local authorities in the rural 
districts to pay twopence in the £ for 
technical instruction. The Amendment 
was that they should not rate themselves 
more than a penny for technical instruc- 
tion, and, therefore, all the arguments as 
to the rural ratepayer being overburdened 
did not apply. The whole argument of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Sleaford Division and his friends 
the day before was that the Committee 
ought to trust the local authorities in the 
rural districts to do their duty, and that 
they ought not to be compelled to do 
it. Now the argument apparently was 
that if they were trusted they would 
spend twopence, and, therefore, they 
ought to be put under compulsion 
not to spend more than a penny. The 
arguments of the hon. and learned 
Member as to the disparity of rating were 
really beside the mark. In the great 
majority of the administrative counties, 
not the county boroughs, State aid had 
been given to secondary and technical 
education. The local rates had not been 
used, and rural districts had not rated 


themselves even to the extent of 1d. in the | 


Mr. Cripps. 
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pound, norhad they spentthe whole of the 
whisky money. Therefore the plausib'e 
arguments of the hon. and learned 
Member broke down. If they were going 
to extend secondary education in the rural 
districts, the only hope that it would be 
put on a proper footing was to have the 
local authorities spending their own 
money. With the exception of a few 
counties, the whisky money had been 
ladled out to existing secondary schools 
without producing much reform. His 
argument was that if the technical and 
secondary schools were to be looked after, 
the local authorities should be made to 
spend their own money. He wished to 
point out to the Committee that through- 
out the country they now had secondary 
schools, which might fairly be called 
bounty-fed schools, which received 
very considerable sums indeed from 
the whisky money and derived very 
large revenues from ancient endow- 
ments not intended to apply to 
that class of school at all. These schools 
were already receiving large sums of 
public money, and they would be able in 
future to get the Government grant if 
they adopted a modern curriculum. For 
these reasons he did not think that a 
specific grant was required for secondary 
education, even on the principle laid 
down by the hon. and learned Member, 
that it should be accompanied by a 
corresponding grant from the local rates. 
The proper plan was to leave the matter 
to the discretion of the local author‘ties ; 
and he claimed the vote of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Sleaford 
Division for that view, because the right 
hon. Gentleman had pleaded, again and 
again, during the debates on the bill, for 
freedom of action for the local authorities, 
and that was what he was pleading for 
now. 
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*(10.18.) Mr. DAVID MACIVER 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale) said that his 
right hon. friend’s Amendment ex- 
pressed his views on the subject 
before the Committee. He was 


afraid he was in a small minority—\ut 
he was not necessarily wrong because he 
was in a minority—in believing that the 
House of Commons had gone education 
mad. He had listened with regret to the 
remarks of the Vice-President of the 
Council with reference to agricultural 
depression in England and Ireland. They 
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all knew the old story of the man who Amendment without going into the 
proposed pills as a remedy against illimitable questions which have, unfor- 
earthquakes. He thought the suggestion tunately, been raised during the debate 
of the right hon. Gentleman that technical by the very interesting but somewhat dis- 
instruction could cure agricultural depres- cursive speeches which have been made, 
sion was just as absurd It so happened and I hope they will consent now to 
that a few days ago he had an opportunity | come to a decision on this point. 
of talking to his constituents on the Bill, 
and he found that they had a very strong Mr. CHAPLIN said the right hon. 
feeling that they should not be rated for Gentleman had expressed regret that 
the purpose of enabling anybody to receive the question of local taxation had been 
higher education. If the country as a raised. But who were responsible for 
whole believed that secondary education it being raised? The promoters of this 
would be avery great national advantage, Bill, because the clause under discussion, 
the country ought to pay for it. He, in direct contradiction of all recent policy 
himself, would not vote for anything of the Government, and in direct viola- 
which would have the effect of increasing tion of the recommendations of the Royal 
the charge on local rates. ,Commission which they themselves ap- 
pointed, proposed to put these extra 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the burdens on the rates. Then, because 
Committee will not be led, by the speeches the supporters of this Amendment en- 
of my hon. and learned friend and others, | deavoured to point out the injustice of 
into a general discussion upon the whole that course, the right hon. Gentleman 
rating question. Everybody admits that attacked them for making discursive 
our existing system of rating is one | speeches. 
which requires seeing to, and has many 
anomalies. But that is not the question Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said his right 
before us. If the Committee raises that hon. friend misjudged him. He had 
gigantic problem on the discussion as to attacked nobody. There was nothing 
whether the limit of the rate for secondary new in this policy ; it was the old policy 
education should be 2d. or 1d., Ido not of the Government on the subject, and 
see how business is ever to be carried on had been emphasised in previous Bills. 
in this House at all. For my part, on 
behalf of the Government, I can only, Mr. CHAPLIN admitted it was not a 
repeat that we think the limitation of ld. new policy. It was the old policy of 
too rigid. ‘The Committee will have to | twenty years ago to burden the rates as 
argue later on whether it is proper to much as possible ; but he challenged the 
have a limitation at all. There are right hon. Gentleman to deny that the 
Amendments on the Paper which have recent policy of the Government had 
for their object the abolition of the been, not to add to the rates, but, where 
limitation of even 2d. The Government possible, to avoid doing so, especially 
will not be able to aecept those Amend- in regard to impoverished agricultural 
ments, but, at all events, we do not. districts. 
think that the 2d. rate should be dim- 
inished to Id. It is quite clear that Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that as he 
under the new system, made not by this had been challenged, he would say most 
Bill, but by the Cockerton judgment, a distinctly that in the Bill of last year, 
great many charges have to be thrown for which his right hon. friend was not 
on secondary education which used to be responsible, and in the Bill of 1896, for 
thought to belong to primary education. which he was responsible, precisely the 
That being so, there must be some in- same policy was followed. 
crease of resources. The authorities : ‘ , 
need not go up to a 2d, rate if they Mr. CHAPLIN acknowledged a formal 
think their duties as the educational responsibility for the Bill of 1896, but 
authorities are satisfied by a less ex- that was one of those unfortunate 
penditure of public funds, but we think measures which came to an untimely 
that, on the whole, it is more desirable end, and it was before the passing of the 
that a 2d. rate than that a ld. rate Agricultural Rating Act, at which time 
should be made the prim facie limit. I he gave the policy of the Government 
would ask the Committee to deal with the his support. Therefore, even on the 
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showing of his right hon. friend, his 
statement was justified. He sincerely | 
regretted that no response had been | 
made to his appeal. What would the | 
supporters of the Government in the 
counties think of this departure from 
recent policy, and of the deaf ear which | 
had been turned toappeals made on their 
behalf? The Vice-President, while 
acknowledging that it would make no 
difference at all to county boroughs, had 
admitted that it would make a serious 
difference to benighted counties such as 
Lincolnshire. But he would remind the 
right hon. Gentleman, when he called 
Lincolnshire benighted because it had 
not done all that Denmark, with the 
assistance of the Danish Government, 
had been able to do in the way of dairy- 
farming, that that county was a purely 
agricultural and arable county, and was 
not suited for dairy-farming, and that, as 
long as arable farming paid, no county 
was better cultivated. He would also 
remind him that when the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was in a difficulty as to 
what he should do with the whisky 
money, he had just been appointed 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
and he told the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that if he would give him 
£100,000 a year he would kill the 
Danish butter trade in this country, 
and he was perfectly certain he would 
have been able to do it. He was sorry 
no response had been made to his appeal, 
and he felt bound by the pledges he had 
siven, and in the interests of those he 
directly represented, to take the Amend- 
to a division. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


(10.55.) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Morley) said the Com- 
mittee had had an interesting discussion 
upon what ought to be the duties and 
powers of the new authority with regard 
to secondary education, and they now 
came to the proposals of the Government 
with regard to the machinery and finance 
to enable the authority to carry out those 
powers and duties. Anybody who had 
a supreme anxiety for the success of the 
Councils in the conduct of secondary 
education was bound to feel that the 
financial proposals and the suggested 
machinery were entirely unequal to the 
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demands which would be made upon 
them. The financial proposals were 
trumpery, and the machinery exceed- 
ingly clumsy. The 2d. limit would en- 


‘tirely miss the mark which the Govern- 


ment desired to reach, because if the 
county of Lincolnshire and other rural 
districts were really anxious to keep 
down the rates and prevent expenditure 
on secondary education, they would never 


‘reach the limit of 2d., and therefore 


would never need the proviso as to Pro- 
visional Orders to exceed that limit. In 
actual working the limit would be a 
serious obstacle to the County Councils 
and boroughs which were really keen in 
their interest in education, while it would 
not come into operation so far as con- 
cerned those rural districts for which the 
right hon. Member for Sleaford spoke, 
and it would provide a lever to those 
who desired to keep things as they were 
When an effort was made earlier in the 
day to apply compulsion, the First Lord 
pleaded that the County Councils should 
not be driven, that they should be led 
or drawn out. If he thought there was 
sufficient temptation to draw. them out 
he would not move his Amendment, 
but the Clause provided neither com- 
pulsion nor coaxing power. The posi- 
tion of many counties under this Clause 
would be worse than in the past. Every 
sentence of the Leader of the House in 
opposition to the Amendment of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleaford helped to prove that a 2d. limit 
was not sufficient for the needs of the 
districts and boroughs concerned. All 
those which came 
under the Cockerton judgment had been 
transferred from the area of elementary 
to that of secondary education, and 
would have to come on this 2d. rate. 
He had heard the Chairman of the 
Bradford School Board estimate that the 
expense of the present Cockertonised 
schools in that city was equal to a 43d. 
rate. But even taking it at 3d., how 
could those schools be transferred if the 
limit under the Act was 2d.? Many 
towns had also undertaken the responsi- 
bility of carrying on the municipal 
technical schools. Manchester had spent 
£250,000 on their technical school, being 
determined to have one equal to any in 
this country or on the Continent. That 
was a very praiseworthy object, but to 
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carry on such schools would certainly 
cost a great deal more than the yield of 
a 2d. rate. This was a most extra- 
ordinary practice, for he did not know 
any other case, with the exception 
1 baths and washhouses, where the 
rate was limited. [An Hon, MemBer: 
Libraries.| Yes, but libraries were 
intended to be educational for the 
people who used them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is the 


sase of the Parish Councils. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said the 
Parish Councils might be limited in their 
total rate, but it seemed to him rather 
infortunate that the Government should 
this limit at 2d. He wondered 
how many times the First Lord of the 
freasury had stated that this Bill was 
intended to carry out the principle of 
levolution. The right hon. Gentleman 
iad often stated that he preferred to 
trust the Councils, and he did _ not 
suppose there was a single hon. Member 
pposite who had not reiterated the 
statement that their first object was to 
trust the Councils in regard to eduea- 
ion. Why was it, then, that in the new 
ducation authority, which was to be 
reated by this Bill, they absolutely 

fused to trust them! The right hon. 
‘entleman, not only in this House but 
n other places, had frequently argued 
that they must have a broad basis for 
their education, but how could he con- 
sistently use that argument to the London 
hamber of Commerce when he was 

sponsible to the House of Commons 
or a Bill which proposed to limit the 
upply of education to a 2d. rate in 


ecard to technical and secondary eduea- 


place 


tion ? Let him trust the loca! authorities 
in this matter. This proposal would 
mly come into elfeet in towns and 
‘ounties where they needed a more 


xtensive system than could be secured 
by a 2d. rate, and in the interests of the 
larger boroughs the right hon. Gentle- 
inan ought to consent to remove this 
Hon. Members opposite had 
shared too long the fears entertained by 
th: right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Thanet, which had kept back education 
so long in this country, and it was quite | 
time that the Government showed that | 
they were independent of those who | 
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were always prophesying evil in this 
matter. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would leave this question open, without 
any indication of the Government view, 
he felt sure that the Amendment would 
be carried. If the First Lord of 
the Treasury would only agree to this 
course, it would enable them to secure 
the free and unfettered judgment of the 
Committee upon this point. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 22, after the word ‘and’ to 
leave out all the words to the end of the 
clause, and insert the words ‘is empowered to 
raise out of rates such additional sums as may 
be required.” ”°—(Wr. Alfred Hutton.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘may spend such further sums as they 
think fit, provided that,’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


(10.50.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am 
sure that the whole Committee will 
regard the views expressed by the hon. 
Member opposite with a tender and 
sympathetic interest. The hon. Member 
accuses us of howing the knee to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleaford and the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Thanet. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Sleaford has 
just occupied the best part of an hour in 
denouncing the Government, and, after 
that, it rather hard that the 
Government should be blamed for paying 
too much consideration to the views of 
my right hon. friend. t am 
Government was not able to satisfy my 
right hon. friend in regard to the last 
Amendment, but no offence to my right 
hon. friend was intended in what I said, 
nor did T intend to injure the right hon. 
Gentleman's feelings as an agricultural 
We sympathise with his 
attitude, but we do not agree with his 


seems 


sorry. the 





economist. 


conclusions. It is easier, as mere 
matter of Parlhamentary dialectics, to 
support the attitude the Government 
took in the last division, than the attitude 
they mean to take in regard to 
Amendment. 


this 
It is quite true that the 
Government have stated that in this 
Education Bill the great thing is to 
encourage decentralisation and to throw 
the responsibility upon these great educa- 
tional bodies, rather than trust largely to 
the initiative of a central Department. 
It may, therefore, be asked why we 


limit the expenditure for higher education 


34:2 
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which these great bodies are empowered 
to make. My reply to that is that there 
is not an absolute limitation. There is 
a simple, inexpensive, and rapid way by 
which any public body which comes to 
the conclusion that a 2d. rate is insufficient 
to carry out its duty in regard to secondary 
education may apply to Parliament. to 
have that limitation altered. Therefore, 
it isa mistake to suggest that the Govern- 
ment lay down a hard and fast line that 
nothing more than a 2d. rate should ever 
be levied for secondary education. In 
my view it really is in the interests of 
the promoters of secondary education 
that they should not unduly alarm 
the local ratepaver. I do not agree, 
as the House knows, with the speeches 
delivered by my right hon. friend 
the Member for Sleaford and = my 
hon. and learned friend the Member 
for the Stretford Division. But who 
will deny that both those distinguished 
Members of this House have given 
expression to feelings which are wide- 
spread, if not universal, and which, though 
not in a majority, are prevalent through- 
out a great area of the country! There 
are large sections of the population who 
view with genuine distrust and alarm any 
great education measure, on the ground 
that it would tend to throw a great 
burden upon the rates, and they do not 
see at present that the ratepaver has any 
special interest in education, as a_rate- 
payer. That susceptibility exists, and 
must be reckoned with. In my judgment, 
I do not think it would be a prudent 
course on the part of this House to suggest 
that these great public bodies should in 
each case be expected to launch into a great 
scheme of secondary education, far beyond 
the limits of anything provided by a 2d. 
rate. { believe that in most cases a 2d. rate 
will be sufficient, and more than sutticient, | 
for the purposes of secondary education 
in many parts of the country. But, be 
this right or wrong, I am perfectly con- 
vinced that, in the interests of education 
itself, it is ourduty to frame this Bill so 
as not to ignore the great educational 
interests with which we are dealing, and 
we should be careful not to throw into 
the scale against the interests of education 
these great bodies and their constituents 
who will, aiter all, have to administer it. 
That is a plain question of practical | 
politics ; it is not a matter of theory ; 
and I earnestly appeal to the Committee 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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not to reject the prudential limit which 
the Government have put on this rate in 
the Bill. I will not say any more upon 


this subject now, beyond what I forgot 


to say when the corresponding Amend- 
ment was moved diminishing the amount 
of rate to be used for secondary education 
Including the local taxation money and 
the science and art grants, the Imperial 
Exchequer actually spends a million and 
a half on secondary education. That is 
no inconsiderable contribution from the 
pockets of the taxpayers. This is an 
argument in favour of the attitude we 
are taking up upon this Amendment. 
which rests purely upon the broad 
ground of policy which I venture to 
suggest to the Committee, and which | 
am quite sure hon. Members would be 
wise to accept. 


* Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby) said that he was going te 
vote against this Amendment, because, in 
his opinion, there was a very important 
principle underlying it. They had laid 
down in regard to primary education 
that there should be considerable grant- 
from the Imperial Exchequer in aid ot 
what was raised by local rates. In 
regard to secondary education they wer¢ 
starting with the whisky money, and 
giving liberty to the local education 
authority to spend up toa rate of 2d. 
in the £. There was an Amendment 
on the Paper in the name of the hon. 
Member for Stretford which proposed ti 
strike out the powers given by th: 
Bill to the Edueation Department, and 
to allow the local authority to spend 
more than the 2d. rate, and that raised 
a principle which he thought ought to 
be accepted. His hon. friend argued 
that all secondary education was national. 
but any one who took the trouble t 
look at the returns of the way the whisky 
money had been spent would see that a 
large amount had been spent on matters 
purely local. For instance the Warwick- 
shire County Council had spent con- 
siderable sums of money upon teaching 
thatching, fencing, and hedging and 
ditching. and in many other places the 
Imperial funds were being spent upon 
what were practically local interests. 
Therefore secondary and technical edu 
cation was partly national and _ part!) 
local. What he wanted the Governmen! 
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todo was to say that after the local 
education authority had expended 
up to a 2d. rate they would accept 
the principle of the Welsh Inter- 
mediate Education Act and give them 
penny for penny, or halfpenny for 
halfpenny, according to the expendi- 
ture of the county. That would 
encourage expenditure on secondary 
education in the counties. No one who 
had listened to the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Thanet 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Sleaford, and who possessed any 
knowledge of secondary education, could 
help seeing that their object was not to 
encourage the spread of secondary and 
technical education, but under any cir- 
cumstances to prevent the ratepayer 
having to pay for it. That was not the 
attitude which those who desired to 
better education ought totake up. The 
first thing they ought to do was to see 
that they encouraged the secondary 
education of the country. The First 
Lord of the Treasury was quite right 
when he said that there was a certain 
section of the community who were 
afraid of any expenditure from the rates 
at all, but he did not believe this feeling 
was So widespread as had been stated. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Sleaford would find if he made in- 
quiries among the farmers, who were 
said to be the most benighted people in 
this country, that many of them were 
giving their sons a very good secondary 
education. He knew, at any rate of 
several cases where farmers’ sons had 
won scholarships provided by the County 
Council ‘with which he was connected. 
The way to induce the local authorities 
to spend money on secondary education 
and go to the full extent of their 2d. 
rate was to hold out something 
beyond that, so that when they reached 
that limit they would have some hope of 
‘drawing a furthersum from the Imperial 
Exchequer. Upon those grounds he 
was going to vote against this Amend- 
ment, because he wanted to keep the 
amount fixed at 2d., in order that when 
that limit had been reached, they might 
consider the question as to whether some 
further grant from the Imperial funds 
should not be made. 
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*Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Tox- 
teth) made an appeal to the Government 
to leave the local authority unfettered, in 
regard to the amount of money to be 
spent. He made the appeal with more 
confidence than if it were based only 
upon his own conviction, because the 
City Council of Liverpool had resolved 
to ask that this change should be made 
in the clause. The Provisional Order 
which the clause contemplated would 
probably involve a local enquiry with 
consequent expense, and what was more 
important serious delay. There was 
another aspect of the question which 
made it of additional importance in the 
case of Liverpool and he believed also in 
the case of Birmingham. In the course 
of the proceedings in Committee today, 
reference had been made to the Bill pro- 
moted by the Corporation of Liverpool, 
in which power was sought to give 
assistance out of the rates to the proposed 
university in Liverpool, and doubt might 
arise whether the effect of this might 
not be to reduce the limit mentioned in 
the Education Bill by whatever was 
applied to the University. He urged 
that great care should be taken that the 
provisions of this clause did not affect 
the powers given to any Council under 
any private Act of Parliament. 


Mr. WHITLEY THOMSON (York- 
shire, W.R., Skipton): The object of this 
Amendment is to give progressive areas 
permission to rate themselves to what 
they feel is a proper amount for the pur- 
poses of secondary education. When we 
remember that at present, in addition 
to spending the whisky money, many 
County Boroughs have rated themselves 
to the extent of a Id. rate in favour 
of technical education alone, and under 
this Bill it is proposed that all education 
other than elementary shall be sup- 
ported out of a 2d. rate, although with 
the addition of the whisky money, it 
shows how inadequate a 2d. rate will be. 
Because, in addition to the technical 
education already in operation in these 
centres, organised science schools, 
training of teachers, and evening contin- 
uation schools, will all fall to be supported 
out of a 2d. rate. Take the case of 


Halifax, which has a large technical 
school, of which I was for many years 
the Chairman, until—very wisely, | think 
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—the County Borough Council took over 
the school. There, according to the 
itest returns, the Excise grant amounted 
o £1,960, allocated by the County 
Borough Council thus :— 


Technical School .. £1480 0 0 


Recreative Evening Classes 250 0 0 
Ovenden Technical School ... 130 0 0 
Heath Grammar School 100 0 0 


£1960 O O 


The ld. rate produced £1,760, all of 
which was given to the technical school. 
To carry on the technical school success- 
fully a further }d. rate is fully needed, 
and to levy this }d. (making in all a rate 
of lid. for technical instruction only) 
application has been made for powers and 
this has been sanctioned by a Committee 
of the House of Commons. Thus out of 
a possible 2d. already 1}d. is allocated 
to technical education. A further 3d. 
would mean a sum of £880, but to carry 
on education already in existence and 
which would, under the Bill, come to be 
provided for by this }d., larger sums are 
necessary. At present the expenditure 


is— 
Organised Science Classes ... £402 8 1 
Pupil Teachers Central Classes .... 436 12. 0 


And on the recreative evening 
classes a rent would have to 


be paid for use of schools ... 300 0 0 


£1139 0 1 


heing far in excess of the £880, obtain- 
able by the }d. rate. This is a case of a 
typical progressive town, and I can say 
that more than a 2d. rate could be very 
profitably expended. If there is any fear 
on the part of the Government of a County 
Borough Council being too extravagant, 
the ratepayers will soon turn them out at 
election times if they go too far, and this 
will constitute a wholesome check on any 
extravagance. The experience of Halifax 
is the same as that of Manchester, Brad- 
ford, and other large and progressive 
centres, and it would be wise to give 
them a free hand. It may be argued, 
however, that lazy and non-progressive 
areas would not raise sufficient if the 
amount were left to their discretion, in 
which case I would say fix a minimum 
and take care that it is wisely spent. 
Why should education and free libraries 
and wash houses be the only items of 
municipal expenditure which are limited 
in amount ? Any sums may be spent on 
police, drains, paving, ete., and yet 
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perhaps the most important items of 
municipal expenditure are limited to a 


fixed rate. It is a most illogical pro- 
ceeding. Reference has been often made 


in this debate to America, a country I 
frequently visit. What do we find there ! 
Take the city of Worcester, which is about 
the same size as the town of Halifax, 
Yorkshire. In addition to their elemen- 
tary and high schools they have a Teachers’ 
Training School and a Polytechnic, to 
which latter students go from nineteen 
to twenty-two years of age. In Halifax 
we have neither of these institutions. 
In Worcester students over fifteen years 
of age attending public schools amount 
to 3,362, but in Halifax to only about 80. 
The cost of students per head in the 
high and elementary schools and kinder- 
garten in Worcester is £22 8s. 6d., but 
in Halifax only £3 2s. 9d. Can we 
expect to copein business with such 
figures of expenditure against us? 
Further, by the laws of Massachusetts, 
every city of 50,000 or more inhabitants 
shall maintain annually an evening 
high school in which shall be taught 
such subjects as the School Committee 
thereof consider expedient, if fifty or 
more residents fourteen years of age or 
over, who are competent in the opinion 
of the School Committee to pursue high 
school studies, shall petition in writing 
for an evening high school, and certify 
that they desire to attend such school. 
Further, every city and every town con- 
taining, according to the latest census, 
500 families or householders, shall, and 
any other town may, maintain a high 
school adequately equipped. A town 
of less than 500 families or house- 
holders in which a public high school 
or a public school of corresponding grade 
is not maintained, shall pay for the 
tuition of any child who resides in said 
town, and who, with the previous ap- 
proval of the School Committee of his 
own town, attends the high school of 
another town or city. A town which 
neglects or refuses to raise money for 
the support of schools as required by 
this chapter shall forfeit an amount 
equal to twice the highest sum ever be- 
fore voted for the support of schoo!s 
therein. As a consequence of such 
splendid equipment for secondary educa- 
tion, we find in all American workshops 


graduates of technical schoolsand colleges, 
i 











the 
ane 
sel 
Ove 
ane 
the 
she 
sho 
str 
he 

the 
Ex 
one 
al 
but 
to 
whi 


pris 
rep) 








0] 


id 
ip 


ch 
‘or 
by 
nt 
be- 








1605 


Education 


not the rule of thumb man, but the 
best trained brains of that continent, and 


if we mean to compete against such | 


skilled intelligence we must equip our 
secondary schools in an equal or superior 
manner, and therefore I ask the Com- 
mittee to allow the local education 
authority to be the judge of the amount 
of rate required in its own district for 
secondary education. 


(11.10.) Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birming- 
ham, N.) said that some Members on the 
Ministerial side had been a good deal 
surprised and chagrined at this Clause. 
They deeply regretted the optional char- 
acter of the Clause, and also that their 
rights of rating themselves had been 
limited and interfered with. They felt 
that it was a humiliation for the local 
authorities. They regarded secondary 
education as the greatest educational need 
of the country. That had been recog- 
nised for a generation. Not only was 
ol prosperity imperilled, but what was 
ten times;more important, our manhood 
and womanhood seemed seriously to 
suffer. We could not travel in Switzer- 
land, Germany, or the United States, 
without feeling that at any rate so far as 
the rank and file were concerned, we were 
among a more intelligent and a more 
cultivated race than our own. What had 
heen done to mitigate this national dis- 
honour that had gradually been estab- 
lished in our midst? There was a per- 
missive clause and a limited rate so far 
as the local authority was concerned. 
Why should they come hat in hand to 
the great educational authority in London 
and pray to be permitted to rate them- 
selves for their own advantage? If they 
over-rated themselves they would suffer, 
and if they under-rated and neglected 
themselves they would suffer. Why 
should they be interfered with? Why 
should they be perpetually in leading 
strings? So far from being discouraged, 
he thought they should be encouraged by 
the amplest grant from the national 
Exchequer in this great object. He for 
one cordially supported with all his heart 
a Unionist and Imperialist Government, 
but he would entreat the First Lord not 
to make it too difficult for him and those 
who thought like him to do so. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was not sur- 
prised that the previous speaker, a 
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distinguished itself by educational energy, 
should have spoken as the hon. Member 
had done. He could not help hoping 
that the First Lord of the Treasury, who 
had shown an open mind during the 
last two days, would consider the pro- 
posal now before the Committee, and 
he hoped the speech of the hon. Member 
would induce the First Lord of the 


Treasury not to make the question a 


Government question, but to allow 
Members to vote according to their 
inclinations. He thought the local. 
education authority might be safely 
trusted not to spend more on secondary 
education than the electors desired. 
The right hon. Gentleman said they 
must not alarm the electors, and that 
it was better to go slowly and cautiously 
in the rural districts where the alarm 
existed. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
said that the State already spent 
£1,500,000 on secondary education. Ot 
course in a sense that was true, but that 
amount was almost entirely spent either 
upon technical education or upon those 
schoois covered by the Cockerton decision, 
which lay on the borderland, and which 
did not include a great deal of what the 
Committee desired to promote in the 
name of secondary education proper. 
Therefore, the right hon. Gentleman's 
argument was not altogether correct. 
They had no means at present of know- 
ing what money would be wanted. The 
needs of secondary education would be- 
entirely different in different parts of the 
country. In some places the 2d. rate 
would be sufficient, but in large towns 
it would be entirely inadequate, and if 
the local authorities were willing to spend 
more on secondary education, what 
reason in the world was there why they 
should be refused power to do so! If 
there was a case in which the local 
authorities ought to be trusted this was 
the particular instance. Could any one 
say that there was danger that harm 
would be done, or that waste would be 
incurred by spending too much money ? 
He did not believe it. Where the money 
came out of the pockets of the ratepayers 
there was every reason for the exercise 
of economy. He, therefore, earnestly 
hoped that the Government would give 
a certain amount of freedom to the 


representative of a great city which had Committee on this matter. 
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*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said that 
last night he had supported the 
Government when an attack was made 
upon the independence of rural councils 
by a proposal to place them under 
the direct control of the Education 
Board. He had no desire that any 
coercion should be used against rural 
‘County Councils, but he protested against 
coercion being used to hamper - the 
natural action of progressive Borough 
Councils. He hoped it was not too 
late for the Government to take a con- 
sistent line, and that they would allow 
Borough Councils, who desired, and 
whose constituencies desired, to spend 
money on education, to spend it. He 
hoped the Government would see their 
way to give the Committee a free hand 
in this matter, so that they might be 
able, without further discussion, to come 
to some practical arrangement retaining 
to borough councils the independence 
which was retained last night for the 
rural counties. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
said the Committee had heard speeches 
from three representatives of great cities, 
and the evidence was that those local 
authorities should be free from restric- 
tions which might operate in a very 
mischievous manner. The work of 
Birmingham was a striking instance of 
what municipal authorities would do if 
they were allowed. There was a very 
great responsibility on the local 
authorities, and he thought it was very 
hard that they should not be allowed to 
exercise their own judgment. He re- 
spectfully urged upon the Leader of the 
House that he should leave the House 
free on this occasion, as in the last 
division, to express their opinions without 
distinction of Party. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
said he could not think that some hon. 
Members had taken a very consistent 
attitude. Whenever the question of 
economy could be put in practice, the 
majority of the House appeared to vote 
against it, but immediately there was a 
question of spending the rates to any 
amount, then there appeared to be a 
feeling that that should be done. If 
higher education was good for the 
country, why did those who advocated 
it not have the honesty to say there 
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‘should be a tax for it.” If it were pro- 
posed to put a shilling on the income 
tax or to impose an extra shilling on corn 
he supposed they would all be found in 
the Lobby voting against it. He 
himself would be inclined to support 
the Amendment if it were not for the 
last words, which did not indicate by 
whom the additional sum which might 
be spent was to be required. They in 
Lincolnshire were not made of money 
like the people in Liverpool and other 
places, and if the Board of Education 
sent down to Lincolnshire and ordered 
them to build a training school for 
teachers, by whom was the expense to be 
provided. It was a very curious position 
to place the local authority in. The 
moment they took up a question of 
economy the County Council was ham- 
pered, but they were encouraged to 
spend money. 
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*Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) 
said that the noble Lord who had just 
spoken had declared that he was true to 
his principles, but his principles allowed 
him to approve of devolution, only pro- 
vided it did not receive any practical 
application. He thought he could relieve 


the noble Lord from his apprehension | 
would have the | 


that the Amendment 
result which he anticipated. The words 
“as may be required” would mean, in 
their present context, as may he required 
in the opinion of the County Council. 
The early language of the Clause gave 
the County Council the power to inquire 
as to the needs of education in their 
area, then to arrive at such a scheme as 
they might think necessary to deal with 
that necessity, and the Clause concluded 
by the general statement that the County 
Council was empowered to raise out of 
the rates such additional sum as might 
he required to give effect to the reso- 
lution which they had arrived at. That 
added to the consistency’ of the Clause. 
The position of the Government in regard 
to this matter was very difficult to 
explain ; because when the Committee 
were discussing whether or not the 


| 


County Council were to be allowed to do 
nothing, the Government insisted that 
they were to be left free to do nothing 
because of the importance of recognising 
their independence, and maintaining the 
sacred principle of devolution enshrined in 
. the Bill. But when the question arose 
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whether or not the County Councils 
were to do as they liked, and grant sums 
out of the rates, the Government resorted 


to the method of restricting the 
independence of these bodies and 
limiting their powers. He _ wished 
to say one word in regard to the 


practical application of this Clause as it 
affected constituencies of the class in 
which he was interested. He represented 
in this House a very large borough area 
and it could not be imagined what a 
strong feeling of rising resentment had 
naturally been created in that area, 
by the very strict limitation which the 
Clause imposed on the city of Leeds with 
its enormous population They were 
restricted to a rate of 2d., but on what 
principle the limit of 2d. had been arrived 
at had never been expounded. It might 
have been 4d., or 3d. or 44d. To make 
the limit of 2d. equally applicable to 
counties like Gloucestershire, and great 
cities like Manchester and Liverpool was 
unworthy of Parliament. By what 
process of logic had this 2d. been arrived 
at? Why had the Government come to 
the conclusion that a ld. was to be dis- 
regarded and 3d. was undesirable, and 
that 2d. was the sacredsum ? He would 


point to the deplorable educational 
Heptarchy in which they would be 
involved by this legislation. Different 


schemes would be sanctioned in different 
areas by the separate authorities, some of 
which might be educationally apathetic 
and others progressive, but on all there 
would be imposed this cast-iron 
regulation. There were two fatal 
blemishes in the Clause: first, it did 
not leave the local authorities an 
unfettered judgment, and second, it 
did not discriminate between urban and 
rural areas in imposing the limit of 
taxation. And then it created a 
difficulty arising out of possible friction 
between the Education Department 
and a local authority, for the First Lord 
oi the ‘Treasury had told the Committee 
that nothing was more easy than to get 
rid of this limitation, because if the 
local authority wanted to spend more 
money they could have recourse to the 
Education Department. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not the Edu- 
cation Department, but the Local 
Government Board. 
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Mr. LAWSON WALTON: Well, the 
Local Government Board, but that was 
worse. If there was apprehension in 
regard to the Education Department, 
which they were told was acute through- 
out the country, it was ten times greater 
in regard to the Local Government 
Board. So that whenever such a con- 
stituency as he represented, or as was 
represented by his hon. friends opposite 
—cities such as Leeds, Manchester, 
Liverpool, and Birmingham—with a 
limitation to 2d., there would at once 
be an appeal to the Local Governinent 
Board, and possibly the Loeal Govern- 
ment Board would institute an inquiry 
as to the grounds on which this rate 
was to be exceeded. After that there 
would be a Provisional Order to allow the 
local authorities to spend what money 
they pleased. These were matters on 
which they were entitled to more ex- 
planation ; and they also wanted to know 
why the 2d. limit had been adopted, and 


why, in this respect, the important 
principle of devolution had _ been 
abandoned. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) appealed to 
the Government whether it was not 
possible for them to make some con- 
cession on this point. 


*(11.40.) Ear PERCY said he sincerely 
hoped that the Government would stick 
to their guns on this occasion. Already 
too much had been given in the way of 
concession. He opposed the Amend- 
ment in the interests of secondary edu- 
cation. He agreed with the First Lord 
that nothing was more likely to retard 
the cause of education than to make th 
ratepayers dread a largely increased rate. 
That was precisely the reason why there 
had been so much hostility to School 
Board work. He thought it was too late 
to talk about local educational autonomy. 
They could not give the local authority 
a free hand to spend what they liked, 
and yet not give them the right to 
retrench if they pleased. There might 
be something to be said for the Amend- 
ment if any attempt had been made to 
prove that the 2d. rate would not be 
sufficient, at any rate to begin the work 
of organisation and co-ordination. He 
did not want to start a system of 
secondary education in this country on 
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the assumption that secondary educa- 
tion was to be free. He wanted the 
Jocal educational authority to consider 
how much money could be raised, and 
then how it could be spent, either by 
giving all children a secondary educa- 
tion, or by offering scholarships in 
higher schools to the poorest and 
cleverest children. Surely on the lowest 
grounds that was the best way to rouse 
the interest of the ratepayers in secon- 
dary education. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that the nobie 
Lord had stated that 2d. would be 
sufficient to enable the local educa- 
tional authority to give a start to 
secondary education. In his own 
constituency they had applied to Parlia- 
ment this session and obtained the con- 
sent of Parliament to a rate of 1}d. for 
technical instruction in addition to the 
whisky money and the Treasury grant. 
That would enable them to take over 
the evening continuation schools, the 
higher grade schools, and the training of 
teachers. That would require an ex- 
penditure of £300 a year more than the 
2d. limit imposed by the Bill would 
provide. The Local Government Board 
was the last of all bodies which should 
hold a loeal inquiry in regard to educa- 
tion. Probably a hali-pay colonel would 
‘conduct the inquiry as to whether a 
county borough ought or ought not to 
be allowed to spend more than a 2d. rate 
on higher education! That was a some- 
what ludicrous position in which to put 
the secondary education system. ‘The 
local edueational authorities ought not to 
be hampered with absurd limitations of 
kind. He h ippene 1 to have a good 
deal to do with edneation, both primary 
ind secondary, in his own constituency. 
tnd he said honestly that with all the 
‘xpenditure they readily 
ind willingly spending on edueation, 
there was not one half the provision 


ty 





this 


were now 


there ought to be in that centre for 
secondary education. He appealed to 
he first Lord of the Treasury not to 


nard-cnd-fast line on this question. 
The right hon. Gentleman was quite 
aware that there was a very strong 


iecling on both sides of the House that 


this would be a very unwise limitation. | 


Let the House consider the absurdity of 


Ei rl Percy. 
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what they are doing. The First Lord 
had made an announcement that 
a million and a half of money would be 
given from the Treasury for the purposes 
of primary education. How would that 
affect the provisiontor secondary educ.- 
tion? Obviously it would encourage the 
local authorities to give their greatest 
attention to primary education to the 
neglect of secondary education. He 
believed that in the case of backward 
authorities it would be an actual tempta- 
tion to keep scholars at primary education 
when they were fit for secondary educa- 
tion; for not only was it proposed to 
give a lump grant to every scholar in 
the primary schools, but every 
additional scholar placed in the primary 
department would increase the divisor 
by which the grant was to be computed. 
That would often be an inducement to 
the local authorities to stop at primary 
education. 


also 


Mr. HERBERT that 
this subject was of im por- 
tance to the great urban communities. 
The main question to be decided was 
whether these were to be favoured 
in regard to the d velopment — of 
secondary education. So far as the 
rural counties were concerned. nothing 
need be feared as to extravagance. He 
had been asked what was the cost of 
secondary education in Wales. They 
used the whisky money, raised a |hialt- 
penny rate, and they had the additione! 
He did not think that 
would be considered excessive, even if 
secondary education was organised 
throughout the rural counties of 
Eneland and Wales. He maintained that 
the Committee would be doing an 
injustice to the great urban communities 
by limiting the rate to 2d. It would be 
putting a slight upon them, and prevent 
them from carrying out the organisation 
of secondary education in the tuture ina 
manner which they 
conducive to the interests of secondary 
education. 


LEWIS | said 
immense 


Treasury grant. 


considered most 


(11.57.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 178 ; 


Noes, 135. (Division List No. 246.) 
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Wood, James 
Woodhonse,Sir JT(Huddersf’d 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Alfred Hutton and 
Mr. J. H. Whitley. 


It being after midnight, the Chairman , 3lst day of December, 1901 (in con- 
left the Chair to make his Report to|tinuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 


the House. 


Committee report 
again upon Monday next. 


IRISH VALUATION : 


progress ; 


| 295 
| Lawson.) 
to sit | 


| TRUSTEE 


of Session 1901).” — (Mr. Grant 


SAVINGS BANKS, 1901. 


Returns ordered (1) from each savings 


ACTS. 


| bank in England and Wales, Scotland, 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be! Ireland, and the Channel Islands, con- 


appointed to inquire and report what 
changes in the Irish Valuation Acts are 
desirable, in order to enable a re-valua- | 


tion of ratable property in 


to be made on a basis equitable to all 


any district 


| taining, in columns, the names of the 
officers, their respective 
other allowances, if any; the amount 
of security each gives; the annual ex- 
| penses of management, inclusive of all 


salaries, and 


for the 











classes of ratepayers, and to be brought 
into force in an effective manner.—(.J/7. 
Windham.) 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(ACCOUNTS). 

Return ordered, ‘‘of the accounts, as 
they are respectively made up, of the 
Metropolitan Water Companies, and of 
the Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee, 
to the 30th day of September, and the 


payments and _ salaries, year 
ended the 20th day of November, 1901 ; 
the rate per cent. per annum on the 


capital of the bank for the ex- 
penses of management; the rate of 
interest paid to depositors on the 


/various amounts of deposit, and the 
average rate of interest on all accounts; 
the number of accounts remaining open : 
the total amount owing to depositors ; 
the total amount invested with the 
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Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt ; the balance inthe hands 
of the treasurer at the 20th day of 
November, 1901; the total amount of 
the separate surplus fund on the 20th 
day of November, 1901; other assets, 


including estimated value of bank 
premises, furniture, etc.; the total 
assets; the total amount of Govern- 


ment Stock standing to the credit of 
depositors ; the number and amount of 
annuities granted; and the average cost 
of each transaction; also the year in 
which business commenced in each 
bank, and the name of the day or days, 
and the number of hours in the week, 
on which the banks are open for the 
deposit and withdrawal of moneys ; in- 
cluding in such Return a list of all such 
Savings Banks as, under the provisions 
of the Act 26 Vic. ec. 14, or otherwise, 
have been closed and have transferred 
their funds, or any part thereof, to the 
Post Office Savings Banks; showing, in 
each case, the number of such banks, as 
well as the number and amount of 
depositors’ accounts so transferred, 
and the amount of compensation, if any, 
made to all or any of the officers of 
such banks respectively ; and showing 
also the years in which such banks 
were respectively opened and closed, and 
the number and emount of their depo- 
sitors’ balances, and the number of 
days and hours in each week on which 
the same banks were open for public 
business at the close of the year next 
preceding the date of such closing; 
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distinguishing the same, as in the 
Return, for each separate county, as 
well as collectively, for England and 
Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the 
Channel Islands, and for the United 
Kingdom ; and (2) for the year ending 
the 20th day of November, 1901, showing 
the total number of depositors in trustee 
savings banks; the total number of 
deposits; the average amount of each 
deposit account ; the average sums paid 
in and drawn out; the total number 
of persons who have deposited in single 
sums the entire amount allowed to be 
deposited during the year (in centinua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper No. 220 
of Session 1901).—(Mr. Mount.) 


Public Income and Expenditure— 
Return ordered, ‘‘Of Net Public Income 
and Net Public Expenditure under 
certain specified heads, as represented 
by Receipts into and Issues out of the 
Exchequer, from 1880-81 to 1901-2, 
inclusive (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper No. 319 of Session 
1901),”—(Sir Henry Fowler.) 


ILLNESS OF THE KING, 

“Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg to 
move that the House do now adjourn. 
I may at the same time communicate 
to the House a message I have received, 
dated about eleven o'clock, to this effect : 
‘*The King’s condition is unchanged ; 
His Majesty goes on satisfactorily.” 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve 
o'clock. 
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APPENDIX I. 





RETURN RELATING TO FINANCIAL STATEMENT (1902-1903). 





REVISED BALANCE SHEET, 1902-3, as proposed by the CHANCELLOR OF THE Ey 
CHEQUER, 4th June, 1902. [In substitution for Table VII. in FrNnaNnciaAL 
STATEMENT previously presented (see Return No. 141 of 1902; reproduced in 
Third Table of Appendix III. to Vol. CVI. of The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 












































Series) |. 
Estimated Revenue, 1902-3. Estimated Expenditure, 1902-3. 
£ £ £ 
Customs as in Table I.—CONSOLIDATED FUND 
VI. . 32,800,000 SERVICEs. 
Ac id—Duty on C orn, National Debt Services ; 
Grain, Meal, &e. 2,650,000 A. Inside the Fixed Charge 23,000,000 
—_—_—_— 35,450,000 , 
B. Outsidethe Fixed 
Excise... a ne rer 32,700,000 la asin Table 
3,650,000 
Estate, &e., Duties... ao 13,200,000 Add — Interest on 
Debt to becreated 750,000 
Stamps ... — eon we 8,200,000 —_———_| 4,400,000 
Land Tax as iad sen 740,00) | Other Consolidated Fund 
Services ied an at: 1,645,000 
House Duty “ ee ue 1,760,000 
Payments to Local Taxation 
£ Accounts... 5 ye 1,155,000 
Property and Income 
TaxasinTableVI. 36,600,000 Total Consolidated Fund — 
Add—Inerease of 1d. Services ... a 30,200,000 
in £ we ... 2,000,000 — - 
eas 38,600,000 II. SUPPLY SERVICES : 
ae _____] Army (ineluding Ordnance 
Total E ioitagyane aye “| Factories) ... is ie 69,665,000 
Taxes ee ae 130,650,000 
= eee fa kei aoa xs 31,255,000 
£ 
Post Office er we ue 14,800,000 } Civil Services as in 
Table V.... ...26,448,000 
Telegraph Service saa bas 3,630,000 | Add—Constabulary 
in South Africa 750,000 
Crown Lands... pis Pea? 475,000 | West Indian Grants 250,000 
- - 27,448,000 
Receipts from Suez Canal 
Shares and sundry Loans ... 880,000 | Customs and Inland Revenue 3,039,000 
Miscellaneous... ss sp 2,000,000 | Post Office... ee = 9,762,000 
Total Exchequer Ree “— from Telegraph Service... se 4,211,000 
Non-Tax Revenue.. oe 21,785,000 
—_—_—_-———-} Packet Service sa wal 779,000 
Total Estimated Revenue £ 152,435,000 ——_____ 
Total Supply Services ...) 146,159,000 
Deficit ... Pee <n 23,924,000 a 
——— Total Estimated Expendi- 
Total ... * oa £ 6, 359, 000 | ture ne a8 «. £| 176,359,000 
Deficit as above ... axe pe ene we 23,924,000 
To be met out of proceeds of Consols. Loan... Pre ae ae +. 29,920,000 


Leaving available for contingences and redemption of Unfunded Debt — 5,996,000 





Treasury Chambers, 9 June, 1902. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
VOL. CIX. [FourTH Series.!| 3 N 











APPENDIX. II. 


PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CIX. 





Those marked thus * are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. ‘“{H.L.]” following title indi- 
cates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorpbs. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 


British Museum Viscount Peel Read 27 9th June (73) 
| Committee and Report 13th 
June (600) 
Read 3° and passed 20th June 
(1234) 


*Freshwater Fish (Scot- | Lord Balfour of Bur- | Read 1* 6th June (5) 
land) leigh | Read 2* 17th June (814) 

| Committee and Report 20th 
June (1249) 


Immoral Traffic (Scotland)} Lord Kinnaird Read 1¢ 9th June (74) 
Read 2* 24th June (1501) 


*Lands Valuation (Scot- | Lord Balfour of Bur- | Report 12th June (474) 


land)Amendment{[H.L. | leigh | Read 3* and passed 13th June 
(600) 
*Loan Bill Lord Privy Seal Read 2° 6th June (7) 
| Read 3° and passed 9th June 
| (74) 
*Marine Insurance Lord Chancellor _ Report 20th June (1232) 
| Read 3* 23rd June (1355) 


Midwives Duke of Northumberland | Read 1¢ 16th June (679) 
Read 2¢ 20th June (1233) 


Pauper Children (Ireland)| Lord Clonbrock Read 2¢ 12th June (474) 
{H.L.] Committee 17th June (815) 
Report 24th June (1501) 


*Police Reservists Read 1° 19th June (1097) 
*Prison Officers (Pensions) Read 1° 10th June (1097) 


*Royal Naval Reserve | Eurl of Selborne 
(Volunteers) 


Read 1¢ 6th June (5) 

Read 2° 17th Jume (816) 

Committee and Report 20th 
June (1232) 

| Read 3% and passed 23rd June 

(1355) 
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(A.) House oF LorDs—continued. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by | Progress. 





Sale of  Intoxicating 
Liquors __ (Licences) 
(Ireland) 

Shop Clubs 

University of Wales 
(Graduates) 


Wild Bird Protection 
Acts, Amendment[H.L. | 


| Read 1 16th June (670) 


Earl of Clonbrock 
| Read 2* 20th June (1243) 


| Read 1¢ 16th June (679) 
Lord Windsor Read 1¢ 9th June (74) 
| Read 2* 24th June (1502) 


| Committee 9th June (74) 
| Report 10th June (223) 
| Read 3* and passed 12th June 


| (474) 


Earl of Jersey 





Title of Bill. 


(B.) House or Commons. 


Brought in by Progress. 





* Agriculturaland Technical 
Instruction (Ireland) 
(No. 2) 

*Bankers (Ireland) Act 

Repeal 
3ishopric of Southwark 


Burgh Police and Public | 
Health (Scotland) 


Cremation [H.L. | 


Day Industrial Schools 
(Ireland) 


Drunkards (Ireland) 


| 


*Education (England and 


Wales) 





| 
Education (England and 
Wales) (No. 2) 


Electors Registration 


| 

Fertilisers and Feeding | 

Stuffs Act (1893) | 
Amendment 


| Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Mr. Wyndham Read 1° 19th June (1130) 


Mr. Wyndham Read 1° 19th June (1130) 


Col. Stopford Sackville Committee 13th June (675) 





311 withdrawn 20th June 
| (1326) 


Mr. Asher 


Sir Walter Foster | Consideration 6th June (61) 
| Read 3* and passed 13th June 
| (674) 

| 


Mr. Harrington Read 2° 20th June (1327) 


Bill withdrawn 20th June 
(1326) 


Mr. William Johnston 


Committee 17th June (845) 
Committee 23rd June (1400) 
Committee 24th June (1524) 


Mr. Lough Read 1° 18th June (981) 


Mr. Guest Read 1° 9th June (108) 


Mr. Channing Read 1° 10th June (244) 





3N2 








(B.) House or Commons—continued. 





Title of Bill. 





*Finance 


*Fisheries (Ireland) 


| 


Mr. Chancellor of the 


Brought in by 


Progress. 





Exchequer 


Mr. 


*Food and Drugs Acts , 


Amendment 


Ice Cream Shops (Scot- 
land) [No. 2.] 


Immoral Traftic (Scotland) 


Labour Bureaux (London) 


Labourers (Ireland) Act 
Amendment (No. 2) 


*Land Valuation (Scotland) 
Act Amendment | H.L.] 


*Licensing 


*Local Government (Ire- 
land) (No. 2) 


*Marriage Legalisation 


Merchandise Marks 
(Prosecutions) Ireland 


Midwives 
*Prison Officers (Pensions) 
Public Libraries (Ireland) 
*Queen Anne’s Bounty 


Registration of Motor 
Vehicles 


MI. 


~ 


— 


Tr. 


4 


M r. 


Mr. 


~ 


Mr. 


The 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


~ 


Mr. 


Wyndham 


Hanbury 


Orr-Ewing 


Cameron Corbett 


Lough 


Joseph Nolan 


Lord Advocate 


Ritchie 


Wyndham 


Jesse Collins 


Wyndham 


Lord Cecil Manners 


— 


Mr, 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Jesse Collins 


Dillon 


Hanluary 


Scott-Montugu 





Committee 9th June (108) 

Committee 10th June (248) 
Committee 11th June (370) 
Committee 16th June (717) 
Committee 18th June (984) 


ead 1° 19th June (1129) 


Read 1° 10th June (245) 


Read 2° 17th June (952) 


Read 3* and passed 6th June 


(11) 


Committee 17th June (952) 


Read 2° 9th June (223) 
Read 1° 16th June (717) 


Consideration 16th June (796) 
Consideration 17th June(914) 


Read 1° 24th June (1522) 


Read 1° 23rd June (1400) 
Read 1° 19th June (1130) 
Consideration 6th June (29) 
Read 3° and passed 13th June 
(612) 
Committee ) 18th June 
Read 3’andpassedj (1065) 
Read 2° 17th June (952) 


Read 1° 18th June (981) 


Read 1° 24th June (1523) 











—~ 


he 


ne 


(B.) Housz or Commons—continued. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 


Progress. 








Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors (Licences) 
(Ireland) 


Shop Clubs 
Teachers of Music 
Registration 


University of Wales 
(Graduates) 


Wild Birds Protection 
Acts Amendment [H.L, } 





Mr. Clancy 


Major Evans Gordon 


Mr. Agg-Gardner 


Mr, Brynmor Jones 


Mr. Sydney Buxton 





Considered, read 3° and passed 
13th June (673) 


Consideration 13th June (636) 
Read 3° and passed 13th June 
(673) 


Bill withdrawn 9th June (219) 


Read 3° and passed 6th June 
(29) 


Read 1° 17th June (845) 











APPENDIX III. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1902. 


C 


Last oF RuLEs, OrDERS, &C., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the ,Table of 
the House. B 


{Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. } 





Date from which | Period to lie upon Pp 


Title of Paper. the Period runs. the table. 





Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Acts,—Copy of 6 June 40 days 
Patents Rules, 1902, under the Patents, Designs, 
and Trade Marks Acts, 1883 to 1901 [46 and 47 Vic., F 
c. 57, s. 101 (5) J 


Army (Volunteers),—Copy of Proposed Amendment 6 June One lunar month 
of the Scheme relative to the efficiency of Volunteers 
under Order in Council, dated 4th November 1901 
(26 and 27 Vic., c. 65, s. 11] 


Inebriate Retreats, 1879 to 1899 (Transfers of Inmates 6 June 4 weeks (whilst the 
of Inebriate Reformatories),—Copy of Regulations House is sitting). 
made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in pursuance of Section 6 of The F: 
Inebriates Act, 1898, respecting the Transfer of : 
Inebriates from a certified Inebriate Reformatory to 
a State Inebriate Reformatory, from a State 
Inebriate Reformatory to a certified Inebriate 
Reformatory, and from one certified Inebriate 
Reformatory to another [61 and 62 Vic., ¢. 60, s. 
21 (1)] 


In 


= 


Iniversities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 9 June 12 weeks. 

(Oxford),—Copy of Statute made by the President 
and Fellows of Magdalen College, Oxford, on 11th 
December 1901, amending Clause 8 of Statute XIT. 
(Grammar Schools) of the Statutes of the College 
[40 and 41 Vic., c. 48, s. 50] ta 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 9 June 12 weeks. : 
(Oxford),—Copy of Statute made by the Governing 
Body of New College, Oxford, on 15th January | 
1902, amending Statute III., Clause 11 (Marriage 
and Residence of Tutorial Fellows) of the Statutes 
of the College [40 and 41 Vic., c. 48, s. 50] 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 9 June 12 weeks 
(Cambridge),—Copy of Statute made by the Govern- 
ing Body of Christ’s College, Cambridge, on 7th 
February 1902, amending Roction 2 of Chapter | 
XXXVII. of the College Statutes [40 and 41 Vic., f 
ec. 48, s. 50] 


Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877,— 12 June 100 sitting days 
Jopy of Order in Council, dated 10th June 1902, 
giving effect to a Rule of Court [40 and 41 Vic., 
c. 57, 8. 69] 

















APPENDIX II].—continued. 





Title of Paper. 


Date from which 
the Period runs. 


Period to lie upon 
the table. 





Court of Session (Scotland) Act, 1868,—Copy of Act 
of Sederunt anent lodging of productions for proofs 
in the Court of Sessions [30 and 31 Vic., c. 100, 
s. 106] 


Board of Education,—Copy of Draft Order in Council 
for further transfer of powers to the Board of 
Education from the Charity Commissioners under 
The Board of Education Act, 1899 [62 and 63 Vic., 
ec. 33, s. 5] 


Public Records (High Court of Chancery),—Copy of 
Schedule containing a List and Particulars of 
Classes of Documents of the High Court of Chancery 
which are now in the Public Record Office, but 
which are not considered of sufficient public value 
to justify their preservation therein [40 and 41 Vic., 
ec. 55, s. 1) 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Fruit Preserving),— 
Copy of Order, dated 17th June 1902, made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department in 
yursuance of Sections 41 and 58 of The Factory and 
Vorkshop Act, 1901, prescribing conditions to be 
observed in Factories and Workshops in which 
women and young persons are onskaned in the 
process of cleaning and preparing fruit in pursuance 
of the special exception allowed by Section 41 
fl Edw. VIL, . 22, s. 126 (3) J 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Creameries),—Copy of 
Order, dated 9th June 1902, made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, in pursuance of 
Section 42 of The Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 
granting special exceptions as regards the hours 
of employment of women and young persons in 
Creameries [1 Edw. VIL., ¢. 22, s. 126 (3) | 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Rule 
made by the Intermediate Education Board for 
Ireland appointing the places at which the Exami- 
nations for 1902 shall be held [41 and 42 Vic., 
e. 66, s. 6] 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Rule 
made by the Intermediate Education Board for 
Ireland determining the number of Centre Superin- 
tendents to be appointed for the Examinations 1902 
(41 and 42 Vic., ¢. 66, s. 6] 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Time 
Table of Examinations for 1902 [41 and 42 Vic., 
c. 66, s. 6] 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Rule 
made by the Intermediate Education Board for 
Ireland altering the Time Table of Examinations 
for 1902 [41 and 42 Vic., c. 66, s. 6] 


Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877,— 
se of Order in Council, dated 19th June 1902, 
giving effect to a Rule of Court [40 and 41 Vic., 
c. 57, s. 69) 





13 June 


16 June 


16 June 


18 June 


19 June 


20 June 


20 June 


23 June 


23 June 


23 June 





36 days 


4 weeks 


4 weeks 


40 days 


40 days 


40 days 


40 days 


40 days 


40 days 


100 sitting days 











